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FROM THE 


Church of ENGLAND. 


S there is not any Thing 
(my Brethren ) that can 
more Fffectuallj recom- 
mend Religion to the 
$ World, than Unity a- 
mong thoſe that profeſs it; (that being 
the Characteriſtick whereby it ſhall be 
known that we are Chriſt's Diſciples. ) 
So there is nothing does more ſenſibly 
A 2 hinder 


© 


Member of Chriſt's Myſtical Bod 


Memlers of the ſame Boch. 


PREFACE. 


hinder its Progreſs, than Contentions and 
Diviſions : Theſe hape a tendency to 
ſcandalisse and unſettle the Weak, * who 
are apt to be carried about with every 
Wind of Doctrine, and to tempt the 
Proud and Licentious to a neglect of all 
Religion. He that can be unconcern'd 
at (uch unhappy C ons and will 
not uſe his beſt Endeavours towards the 
healing of thoſe Wounds that are artful- 
ly kept open by the Cunning of deſigning 
Men, can hardly be reckon'd a Lively 


becauſe every Man conſider d in that 
Capacity, is oblig'd to do all he can to 
promote, the Peace and Unity of the 
Church, and the Quiet of Far that are 


1 have endeavour'd in the following 
Treatiſe, to Anſever the Pleas that are 
commonly us d to vindicate Lay-Separa- 
tion frem the Church of ENGULA NU; 
wherem 1 have avoided that unfair way | 
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PREFACE. 


| of making. my Antagomſt almoſt a per- 


fect Novice in the C ontrover(y. The 
Arguments usd by my Lay Diſſenter in 
this Dialogue, are generally taken from 


a late Pamphlet Entitld Lay-Noncon- 
. formity Juſtified; and I _ the un- 


prejudic'd Reader will find em f airl 
mull Retr il ile [ir 


2 my Diſſent Brethren is, That you 


would lay aſide all Prejudice, before you 
give fudgment upon the Anſwers to the 
Arguments, by which you are taught to 


Defend Lay-Nonconformity. If upon 


perufing the Title Page, you declare that 


Don are too far engag'd in the Cauſe, to 
1 be mov'd by my Arguments againſt it, - 


would adwviſe Hou not to lofe fſomuch time 
as a deliberate Reading of it requires : 


* But if you are perſuaded that on can 


' Jmpartially weigh the Controverfte, tho 


I am throughly ſenſible of the Imperfe- 


Cions in the Performance; yet I per- 
; 3 ſuade my ſelf, that I have 25 


1d "a_ 


to Convince any Man who has 4 16 
5 regard 


PR E F A CE. 
regard to the Peace and Unity of the 
Church, of the unreaſonableneſs of  Sepa- 


ration. i 


Jo Conyince you, that ou are bound 
to uſe your utmoſt Endeavours to avid 
all differences of Opinion, that may oc- 
caſion Contentions and Druiſions, I re- 


| Fer you to the Pathetick Intreaty and 


Admonition which St. Paul gives to the 
Corinthians, hen they were in danger 
of being rent into ſeveral Factions upon 
Miſunder ſtandings and Emulations, not 
much unlike ta ours now a days. I Be- 
ſecch you Brethren, by the Name of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, that ye all 
{peak the ſame things, and that there 
be no Diviſions among you, but that 
ye be perfectly join d together, in the 
fame Mind and in the fame Judg— 
ment. 


And if the fone Apoſtle call thoſe 
Diviſions in the Church of Corinth, 
( wherein 
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PREFACE. 
( wherem Chriſtians did not le ebarate 
into diwers Congregations ) Sehitms, how 
much more may your Separation from 
us, and your ſetting up other \ Religious 
Societies in oppoſition to the Churoh of 


England, fall under that Character. ! 


Since you have not ſo juſt and plamfible 
Reaſons to vindicate your Separation, as 
they had, who lia d in the Communion of 
that Church; who when they came to 
the Lord's Supper, were guilty of (i uch 
Immoralities as the Members in our 
Communion can never be charg d with. 


I beſeech you my Brethren for the 

Lord's ſake, not to lay too much ſtreſs 
upon the Modes and Circumſtanccs of 
Worſhip, nor to place your Religion in 
being unlike to thoſe who live in our 
Communion; bu always endeavour to 


ſolloto Peace with all Men, and to do 


all you can with a ſafe Conſcience to 


promote the Peace and Unity of the 


Church: That you may have a good Ti- 
| 8 lle 
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PR E F ACE. 


tle to the Bleſſedneſo . to the 
Peace-makers, and that the God 0 


Peace may encline you to purſue thoſe 


Tings that may promote both the Peace 
of his Church, and your own Eternal 
Peace and Reſt, ſhall be the conſtant 
Prayer of your Well Wiſher, 
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LAY-MANsS-PLEAS 


SEPARATION, Gs. 


Good Morning to you Sir. 
am heartily glad to fee 
you. How do's all your 
good Family do ? 

Dif. 1 thank you Sir, I 
bleſs God, they are all (thro' 
Mercy) very well: 1 hope 


| yours are all in good Health 
too. 


Church. They are all very well, I thank God. I hope 
you'll pardon my Freedom, Pray Sir whither are you 
walking this pleaſant Morning ? 

Dif. I came abroad on purpoſe to take the Air, and 
if you had not prevented me. by meeting me here, I de- 
lign'd to call on you at your Houſe; on purpoſe to ſpend 
an Hour or two with you. | 

Church, | hope Sir your meeting, me here, will not 
divert your good Intention: Jam not engag'd in any 
Buſineſs, fo Il walk back with you, and | hope you'll 
grant me the Favour of your Company. E 
| B Di 
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2 The Lay-Man's-Prrxas, Gc. 


| Dif. 1 like your propoſal, for to be free with you; 
| I have for ſome time long'd for an Opportunity to talk 
| with you an Hour or two, about ſome matters of Moment. 
| Church, 1 ſhall be very willing to give you the beſt Sa- 

tisfaction 1 can, in any thing that lies in my Power, as 
ſoon as we hate a convenient Opportunity ; ſo we will 
let it alone till we come to my Houle. 7. 

Dif. J hope Sir, the Subject that I am fo very deſirous 
to talk with you upon, will not be diſpleaſtng to you. 
It is that of Conformity and Separation. 

Church. So far from diſpleaſing me, that I afſure you 
I love to talk about it; and I deſire that you'll uſe as 
much Freedom as if you was at Home, for you are hearti- 
ly welcome. 

Dif. I will, ſo without any farther Ceremony I will © 
tell you, what I have a mind to be ſatisfied about. I 
have formerly ſeen you at our Meeting- Houſe, but for 
ſeveral Months paſt, I have obſerv'd that you have not _ 
been there. I deſire you to tell me whether you are 
diſguſted at any thing you have met with in our Soczety ? 

Church. 1 do aſſure you, that it was not any thing parti- 
cular belonging to your Society,but what is common to all 
of em, that made me abſent my ſelf, I was Educated 
amongſt the Diſſenters, and being engaged in a Separat ion 
before I was capable of judging for my ſelf, I thought 
it my Duty to enquire into the Reaſons for Separation, 

I am ſatisfied that you are a Man of more Senle, than 
to think that a Perſon is obliged toretain the Principles 
he is Educated in, without ever examining them. This 
is like the Beaſts of burthen, patiently to carry every 
thing that is laid upon 'em, and is much below the Dig- 
nity of a rational Creature. I reſolv'd therefore 
to read thoſe Books that are wrote againſt Separation, 
with the utmoſt Impartiality, as well as thoſe that vin- 
dicate it: For I think chat Man who applies himſelf only 
to ſuch Authors, as he already knows by the General 
Character of em, agree with his preſent Thoughts, fa- 
vour his Inclinations, and confirm his Tenets; deals very 
fallaciouſly and treacherouſly with himſelf, in matters of 
Moment and Conſequence. For Inſtance, for a Man to 
hear or ſee nothing but Objections againſt the Liturgy, 
without ever conſulting thoſe, who write in Vindication 
of it; to reject the Order of Biſhops, without conſulting 
good Commentators upon thoſe Texts, where they are 
mentioned in the New. Teſtament; or reading thoſe | 
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The LAY-MAN's-PTLE AS, G-. 3 


Treatiſes that are wrote in Vindication of Epiſcopacy; is 
to fetter his Reaſon, and to take things upon hearlay. 
I therefore ſtudied the Controverſy, and this is the reſult 
of my Enquiry, viz. That I ought not any longer ta 
live in a State of Separation from the Church of England. 

If you are willing to know what thoſe Arguments were, 
that convinc'd me of the Lawfulneſs of Conformity to the 
Church, |'ll tell you by and by; but excuſe me till I ask 

ou a Queſtion, to which I deſire your plain Anſwer, 
i I have not forgot my ſelf, I have heard you ſay that 
for many Years you attended the Service of the Church 
of England; did you or no? | | 

« Dif. I did, (a) and was grown to a conſiderable Age, 
ce before I had ſo much as once been preſent at any other 
<« religious Aſſembly. I heard as many Sermons as I could, 
10 join'd in the publick Prayers, and receiv'd the Lord's Sup: 


<< per as often as there was Opportunity. But having by 


© God's Providence fallen into an Acquaintance with ſome 
& Proteſtant D. ſſent ers in theNeighbourhood, I was by them 
0 8 to go to a Meeting-Houle ; and I was fo well 
* ſatisfied, that Ihave frequented ſuchAſſemblies ever ſince, 
* ] found that the Diſſenters way of Preaching and Pray- 
te ing Was moſt Edifying, their Adminiſtration of Sacra- 
& ments moſt Regular and Scriptural, their Diſcipline moſt 
& rift, their Converſation (generally ſpeaking) more 
* circumſpett and Holy than theirs, with whom I con- 
« vers'd formerly; and, in ſhort, I find it more for my 
«© Soul's Advantage to join with them, than with the 
« FEftablihment, God is my Witnels that I have no pre- 
© judice againſt the Church of England, or any of its Mem- 
bers, nor had any private Views in what I then did. 
Church, You have very Ingenuouſly acknowledg'd your 
ſelf to be guilty of a molt notorious Schiſm, even in the 
Judgment of the Learned Mr. Hales, whoſe Treatiſe 
your Teachers admire and commend, and frequently 
quote to clear themſelves of that heavy charge. (b) Schiſm 
ſays he)is an unneceſſary Separation of Chriſtians, from 
that part of the viſible Church, of which they were once 
Members; And is only Neceſſary, when nathing will 
ſave us from the guilt of Conſcience, but open Separation. 
Every Mau is engag'd as a Chriſtian to do all that's in 
his Power to promote Unity in religious Matters; and 


Ge Lay enfin hi. I Treatiſe of Sebi, 
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4 The LAY-MAN“S-PLEAS, Ge. 
without doing this, no Man can be reckon'd religious; 
there being a Society in Religion, and the very nature 
of a Society engages every Man that is a Member of it, 
to promote Unity, So that in ſhort, let a Man's private 
Perſwaſion be what it will, as he is a Member of that 
Body which profeſſes the ſame, he is obliged ro promote 
Union amongſt all the Members of it, if he can do it 
without ſinning againſt Conſcience. BE. 
And this appears to be a Duty, not only from the Nature 
of a Church, in common with all other Societies; but in 
a particular manner from the Precepts of its #Holy 
Author, which enforce that Unity upon all its Members; 
and without being heartily deſirous of this, no Man de- 
ſerves to be called a Chriſtian. 
Amongſt the many Inſtances that may be given to im- 
prove the Truth of this, I entreat you to remember, that 
our Bleſſed Saviour not long before his departure from 
dem, recommended Peace and Unity to his Diſciples, as 
the deareſt pledge of his Love, that he could leave em; 
and earneſtly beleeches his Father, that their Union may 
reſemble that cloſe and inſeparable Union between the 
Father and the Son, (a) as a Teftimony of the truth of his 
- Miffion 1, and of the Truth of that Holy Religion that he 
came to eſtabliſh. 

This Unity ought to be preſerv'd in the Church, and 
no Man can live in Communion with the Catholick Church 
but by joining himſelf with ſome particular part of 
it. You belong'd (you ſay) for ſome Years to the Church 
of England, but by, the perſwaſion of ſome honeſt Diſ- 
ſenters, you went to their Meetings; and fo ſhook hands 


* 


* 
WB 


with her Communion, only becauſe you imagined it was 


more for your Edification. Give me leave to tell you, 
that the Diſſenters who perſwaded you to go to the 
Meeting hounſe with them, did not act ſo honeſtly or 
honourably as they ought to have done. A Diſſemer 
may lawfully wiſh that thoſe things in the Church which 
offerd him, were removed out of the way, in order to 
eſfect that Unity which ev'ry good Man is deſirous of: 
Burt to fill others with Prejudice againſt the Church, 
who may eaſily Conform, having no Scruples and Ob- 
jections againſt her, is hardly agreeable to that Cha- 
rity which Diſſenters profeſs; and looks too like an 
Abuſe of that Indulgence which the Government allows'em. 
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The Lay-Man's PIEAS, &G y 


Neither did you behave your ſelf like an Honeft-man, 
in leaving the Communion of the Church of England upon 
ſuch ſlight Reaſons ; nay by your own Conſeſſion, for no 
Reaſon at all. Is the Peace and Unity of the Church a 
Matter of fo little Importance? By the Confeſſion — 
all the Learned Men amongſt the Diſſeutets, it ought 
be induſtriouſly maintain'd, when it can be done with- 
out Sin. a 
If you had been really uneaſy at any thing in our 
Church, fo that yon had ſcrupled the Lawfulneſs of 
communicating with her; before that you deſerted her, 
you ought to have applied your ſelf to the Miniſter of 
your Pariſh, to have acquainted him with your Doxbts 
and Scruples, in order to the quieting of your Conſcience; 
which if he could not have done, then you had been 
furniſhed with a better Plea for Separation. But as the 
caſe now ſtands, you are only guided by humour and fan- 
cy, “the gratifying an Itching Ear, having Mens Per- 
« fonsin Admiration, and ſuch like trifles, which as a 
« Learned Biſhop ſays (a) are very bad Pleas, for di- 
ce ſturbing the Peace of the Church, rending the Body 
« of Chrift, and making way by ſuch Diviſions for the 
« Common Enemy of the Reform'd Religion, to ſubvert 
te and deſtroy that Church, Which is the great, the chief- 
cc eſt Bulwark of it. 

Till you left the Church, the Miniſter of your Pariſh 
was undoubtedly your Dire&or and Guide in all your 


Spiritual Concerns; he was the Perſou whom the Laws 


of God and Man had ſet and appointed to attend on this 
very thing. Your forſaking the Church was an Affair of 
ſuch a Nature as you ought to have had his Direction 
in, and if you had acquainted him with the Reaſons 
that inclined you to leave the Church, your Schiſm might 
have been ſtopt when it was only in the bud. So that 1 
cannot imagine how you can Juſtifie yourProceedings in 
this Caſe. 

Dif. * 1 perceive you and I are like to differ very 
© much in our Sentiments, but I hope it ſhall be ami- 
* cably. It is my Opinion that every private Chriſtian 
may chuſe to what Miniſter he will commit the Care 
F* of his Soul. Now according to the Method and Con- 
& ſtiturion of the Church of England, Miniſters cannot 
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s The LAY MANS PLEAS, Ge. 
tc he ſaid to be of the Peoples chooſing. If a Patron pre- 
c ſents a Perſon, and gets his Inſtitution and Induction, 
* let him be who or what he will, Sober or ä 
c Qualified or Unqualified, the Pariſh muſt receiv 
© him; and I don't ſee how they are able to help 
f themſelves. (%) 
Cb. If your Latitudinarian Principle holds true, I 
don't know but that in a little time every Maſter of a 
Family may ſet up to be a Prieft in his own Houſe, and 
that Infamous Book the Rights, &c, may come to be rec» 
koned the trueſt and beft Account of Church Government, 
How is it poſſi ble to preſerve Unity and Peace according 
to ſuch 2 Notion as yours? Suppoſe the Pariſh have the 
Liberty of Electing their own Miniſter, its more than 
dable that they will not be entirely Unanimous in 
Sheir Choice, The Party who had not Intereſt enough to 
bring in the Ferion that they had the moſt mind to, muſt 
immediately make a Diviſion, and ſeek out for another 
Miniſter. 1f there happen to ariſe a ſecond Difference, 
they muſt ſubdivide, and ſo on till they break the Society 
into pieces. 1 — 

[ need not tell you, what Feuds and Animoſities have 
riſen amongſt Diſſenters in their Elections. Nor what 
tric ling and mdermining there is in the management of 
ſuch Affairs, as one of your own Teachers complains (a). 
*T 15 not a great many Years ſince Guards were placed at 
the Meeting-houſe (that goes under the Denomination of 
Pre byterian) at Leeds; Mr. I. Baxter and Mr. Peters had 
each their Parties, nd were in a State of War, till Mr. 


Bayſe coinpoled the Difference. And 'tis not quite fo long 


fince a very pert Man in Town, gave moſt of the Noted 
Teachers in a County the trouble of taking a Journey to 
Fork, to compoſe a Difference that happened at Nemca- 
le upon the Election of a Teacher. So that you have 
no great Realon to value your ſelves on the Account of 
your popular El-{tions. But to Examine your Argu- 
ment a little cloſer. NE 

You wilt acknowledge (take it for granted) that 
the Church of England is a true and found part of the 
Catholick-Church, to Which you are bound to joyn your 
ſelf. Now this being made up of ſeveral Pariſhes, which 
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The Lay-Man's PI EAS, Of. 7 
all make but one Communion and. Church, “ You are 
not at liberty to chuſe to which Body you'll joyn your 
« {elf (fays a late (b) Learned Writer) as you are to 
„ chuſe in what Pariſh you'll ſettle your elf” : But you 
are bound to joyn your ſelf to that Society where you 
live, unleſs you can prove that the Terms of Commu- 
nion are unlawful. It is not your complaining of your 
Pariſh Miniſter that can juſtifie your breaking the Vnity 
of the Church; © for the Church (ſays a noted Teacher 
* (c) of yours) is bound to take many a Man as a true 
* Miniſter to them, and receive the Ordinances from 
* him, in Faith and Expectation of a Bleſſing upon 
© promiſe, who yet before God is a finful Invader and 
te Uſurper of the Miniſtry ; and ſhall be condemned 
& for it. (How much more then to reſpe& their Law- 
ful Biſbops and Paſtors? ) | 

Tho! you formerly lived in the Communion of the 
Church of England, and now declare that you have no 
Prejudice againſt Her; yet I muſt needs tell you, that 

our Inſinuations in the latter part of the Objection, 
— not that Chriſtian Charity you ſo much extoll. viz. 
i a Clergy-man gets Inſtitution and Induttion, let him be what 

e will, Sober or Scandalous, Qualified or Unqualified, &c. 
The Clergy of the Church of Engiand have the Advantags 
of a Liberal Education in one of the Famous Univerſities. 
When they go into Holy Orders, they are obliged to 
carry: a Teſtimonial from the College or Hall that they 
belong'd to; and if they have lived in the Country for 
any conſiderable time before their Admiſſion into Or- 
ders, a Certificate is required from three Neighbouring 
Clergy.men, concerning their Lite and Converſation. 
They are Examined by the Biſhop or his Chaplains after 
a ſtricter manner than your Teachers give out. 

Before they have Inſtitution to any Benefice, - they 
ſhow their Zezrers of Orders, exhibit Teſtimonials cf 
thr regular Life and Converſation, and very often un- 
dergo another Examination. Now fince this care is 
taken in the Church (unleſs you imagine that there is 
no ſuch thing as common Honeſty amongſt Churchmen) 
you ought to have ſpared that Reflection. 


b) La. Biſhop of Sarum in his fourth Diſcourſe ta his Clergy. p. 8 $+ 
c) Baxter of Church Government. P. 131. 
Dif. 
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$ The Lay-Man's PIB AS, 6G 


« Diſſ. Why may not I have the Liberty to put my 
& Soul under the Conduct of what Spiritual Guide I 


6 wy No one pretends to order what Phyſician I 
4e 


all call to my Aſſiſtance, when my Life is in danger, 
« nor what Lawyer I ſhall make uſe of, if my Eſtate is 
© in hazard; and why I ſhould not have the ſame Li- 
« herty in chuſing my Miniſter as well as I have in the 
A other two; I could never ſee a Reaſon. (a) ; 
Ch. [I'll give you a Reaſon why you are not at Liber- 
ty to chuſe your own Miniſter, as well as your own 
Lawyer or Phyſician ;, neither the Laws of God nor Man 
have given you ſuch a Liberty. | 

But ſuppoſe by an A& of Parliament, a Phyſician was 
>= py in every Pariſh, and the Perſon placed in yours 

ad a ſufficient Skill to cure any Diſtemper that you was 
afflicted with. And to carry the point yet farther, we 
will ſuppoſe that you are bound by a Law to follow the 
Preſcriptions'of your own Phyſician, but exempted from 
any Penalty in caſe you apply your ſelf to another; 
would not any Man think that you are guided by Hu- 
mour and Fancy, if you negle& to ſend for your own 
Phyſician, under whoſe management you may be ſafe, 
and make uſe of another, meerly becauſe the Phyſick he 
preſcribes is more agreeable to your Palate, which at 
preſent is vitiated by the height of the Diſtemper. 

To apply this to the Caſe before us; we live in a Na- 
tion whoſe Eccleſiaſtical Government is admired and 
fpoken well of by all the Foreign Reform'd Churches. 
We have all things neceſſary to Salvation deliver'd to 
us, and if we are not wilfully wanting in doing our 
Duty, we may Worſhip God in the Beauty of Holineſs. 
If the Miniſter under whoſe Care the Divine Providence 
has placed us, is not ſo well qualified as ſome others, 
Yet we are certain that we ſhall be inſt ructed in all 
things neceſſary to Salvation, if we are conſtant and de- 
vout in performing the Service of the Church : And 
we may juſtly expect that if we ſhew a Conſcientious 
Regard to the Unity of the Church, God will bleſs the 
Miniſtrations of that Perſon that his Providence has ſet 
over us, tho' his Performances are not (it may be) ſo 
Excellent as thoſe of ſome others, yet they ſhall prove 
more Beneficial than (if we broke the Unity of the 
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The Lay-Man's-Prtas, Oc. 9 
Church to hear a better-gifted Man) the Performances of 
ſach a Perſon will be. 

« Dif. You may 9, what you pleaſe to vindicate the 
© Conſtitution of the Church, it ſeenis to mie very plain 
© from the New-Teftament, that the Body of the Church 
© are to be concerned in the Election of their Officers. 
« This is certain, after the dreadtul Apoſtacy, and Tra. 
« gical end of Judas, (a) all the Diſciples to the Number 
ce of about an hundred and twenty Perſons met together, 
© to fill up the vacancy, Acts 1. 25. &c. And at the 


3 ce choice of the Seven Deacons which we read of Acts 


a EVE: ps ates” 2 


© 6, the Faithful being called to Aſſemble themſelves, 
« agreed upon the Perſons they thought moſt proper, 
and preſented them to the Apoſties, who after having 
on prayed to God, laid their hands on them. 

hurch.Y our Opinion is founded on a very totteringBaſis, 
tho' you quote Scripture to maintain it. I don't know' 
from what part of the Chapter you conclude, that the 
deſign of their Meeting was to fill up the Vacancy. It 
ſeems much more probable from the Context, that there 
was a good Number of 'em (about Sixſcore) — 
together to the publick Service of God. St. Peter ad- 
dreſſed himſelf to the Eleven, and not to the whole 
Number, as you do imagine, which is plain from the 
17 ver. for he was numbred with us (that is) he was of our 
Society, a Fellow - Apoſtle. And they (viz. the Eleven) ap- 

inted two, leaving it to the Lots to decide which of em 
it ſhould be, and the Lot fell on Matthias, Wo that he was 
not choſen by the Suffrages or Votes of Men, it was 
meerly the deciſion of the Lot, and ſo the diſpoſition of 
the Lord. And this is agreeable to the (b) Original 
guy hain in uu Tor Witha ND 

Your other Inſtance in the 6th of As, concerning the 
Choice of the Seven Deacons, falls much ſhort of proving 
the point in debate. The Apoftles gave orders to the 
Church to look out ſeven Men, to be ordained to the 
Office of Deacons, nominated their Qualifications, and 
reſerved the x Hν,u ,) the Ordination or Conſtitu- 


) ñ— — 


(a) Nonconformity 17 55 pyy. 

(5) The Word Turyna]t Lnvian is acnowledg d to come from Je- 
Calculus a Stone, or che like, of which there were two ujes, one in 
choices in Fudgments, wherein they gave their Votes by this meant; 
The other in accounting or numbring : The latter is moſt probably the 
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: Senſe in this place, Vid. Dr. Hammond 7s loc. 


GC tion 


" 4 * —— w „ 
7 — — 
CY - — — 
—> — — — - ” 
— — — — — 
- —<—2 Go SY ron ALE. 


——— - -- — 2 - 
— * 


— 


— — —= — 


—— — - 


—— — — — 


— y 


* 
— „ ͤ -—ͥu˙n“.n!gh „ — — — 2 ———!ͤñ 2 AAP. - we 


0 —— oY» 2 „ ˙ ˙ mA E 2 — ERR VOSS Be ——— oo 
* — =_y 
- — ——_ 
— * = 


—ͤ—Ü—— - v woe — — 

2 — 0 AED * 

1 R « _— 
* 


10 The LAVY- MAN 'Ss-PLI EAS, Gc. 


tion of 'em to themſelves. So that this amounts to little 
more (if any thing at all) than the having a Teſtimonial 
from the Church of their Lives and Converſations. 

And now that you have put me in mind of the Order of 
Deacons, | have often wondred that none of your Teachers 
have ever ſaid a word in vindication of themſelves, for 
cafting that order our of the Church. You only allow 
of one Order and Function among you, whereas tis 
plain from St. Paul's Epiſtles, that Deacons were Officers 
dedicated to the Service of God, out of which, as any 
ſerv'd well in it, they were advanced to a ſuperior De- 

ree, and they were ever eſteemed a ſacred Order of 

en. Whereas thoſe few that in ſome places are call'd 
ſo amongſt the Diſſenters, are no more than our Over- 
ſeers of the poor in Pariſhes. 'No wonder that Men reject 
a ſuperior Order, which (a) (the tate Lord Biſhop of Sarum 
fays) was ſettled by the Apoſtles themſelves, and is related 
to by many | 999 in the New-T — ; who have thruſt 
out the inferior of Deacons, which there ſeems to be as 
much occaſion for, as there was at the firſt Inſtitution 
of it. This may ſerve to convince you, that after all 
your loud Cries te keep cloſe to Scripture Inſtitution, 
you can lay it aſide, if it ſuits your Conveniency. 

Bat to return to your complaint, viz. that in the 
Church of England yoo are deprived of the Liberty of 
chooſing your Miniſter, which is your undoubted Right. 
Unleſs you can give better Reaſons to prove that you 
have ſuch a Right, than you have already done, I would 
not give any tg for it. To deal freely with you, I 
can give more Inſtances than one, of Perſons that have 
been made Choice of, to be Miniſters in your Meeting— 
Houſes, without the Conſent of the Majority of the 
People. I am apt to think, that when Mr. xX 
bought a certain Meering- Houſe, which he afterwards 
ſold for very conſiderable Advantage ; neither he, nor 
the Perfon who ſucceeded him, had the Suffrage of the 
Majority of the Auditory. 

You know as well as l, that your Miniſters are com- 
monly choſen by the leading Perſons in a Congregation, 
They whole Fortunes will not allow 'em to contribute 
much to his Maintenance, are feldom conſulted in ſuch 
Elections; yet their Souls are as valuable as the Souls 
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(2) Lord Biſhop of Sarum's fourth Diſcouſſe to his Clegry, p. 96. 
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of thoſe that have larger Purſes. If thoſe who are not 
confulted in the Election of a Teacher, ſhould ſeparate 
from that Aſſembly, you would be apt to condemn 'em 
for it; and I am ſure you might much more juſtly ac- 
caſe em of Schiſm, than a great Man of your Party did 
a Gentlewoman, for leaving his, and communicating with 
a Congregation that goes under the ſame Denomination. 
But for my part, if [| was ever fo fully convinced that 
jt was my certain undoubted Right to chooſe to what 
Miniſter I wonld commit the Care of my Soul, I would 
not be a Diſſenter, unleſs | could meet with better Argu- 
ments to prove that their Teachers have a valid Ordination. 
It is certainly much ſafer to live in a Communion of the 
Church, where Jam aſſured the Miniſter has valid and 
regular Orders; than to ſtray from it, aud join my ſelf 
to a Society whoſe Teacher was never inveſted with any 
proper Authority to perform the Office he undertakes. 
Dif. Sir, you know that the Ordination of Miniſters 
amongſt us, is perform'd with all imaginable Deyotion 
and Solemnity. The Perſons that are Ordained, are 
ſtrictly examined; and in the Face of the Congregation, 
5 that they will be diligent in (a) Praying, Readings 
reaching, Adminiſtring the Sacraments, &c. That they 
will be zealous and faithful in maintaining the Truth of 
the Goſpel, and Unity of the Church, againſt Error, and 
Schiſm, & c. One of the ſenior Miniſters in ſolemn Prayer 
recommends the Perſons to the Grace of God, ſevera 
ethers joining with him in the Inpaſ tion of hands; and 
can you object any thing againſt this? | | 
Church. You miſtake my meaning ; It was not the ma- 
nagement of Ordination with reſpe& to the manner of 
performing it, that I objefted againſt. I deny that 
the Perſons who perform that Office, have any Authority 
to perform it; I affirm that your Ordinations are Invalid. 
But ſince you have mentioned your way of Ordaining, 
I] cannot forbear taking notice of ſomething you have 
mentioned, which I never heard of before, viz. That 
the Perſons Ordained, promiſe to maintain the Unity of 
the Church, againſt Error and Schiſm. I wiſh with all 
my Soul, they may uſe their beſt Endeavours to make 
good that Promiſe ; but every Man muſt needs think it's 
very odd to engage a Man to promiſe to maintain the 
Unity of the Church, who gets a Maintenance by Sepa- 
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(a) Nonconformity juſtified 2.8, 9. 
2 


ration, 
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ration; and very unaccountable that Men ſhould 2 
to prevent Schiſm, who make it their Buſineſs to fill 
mankind with prejudices againſt the Church of England, 
which they themſelves do own is a true and ſound part 
of the Catholick Church, and yet are very diligent to 
draw away Perſons from her Communion, 

You have ſome of you Impoſition of hands, but the 
thing intended by it, viz. the giving the Perſon Authority, 
is wholly omitted, The ſenior Pres ter (at the Ordinati- 
ons Which I have been preſent at) does not (according ta 
the practice of our Church) ſay, Take thou Authority to 
preach the Word of God, &c. or any thing to that pur- 

ſe; which in my Opinion is a groſs Omiſſion. Some 

orm of Inveſtiture is commonly made uſe of, when Per- 
ſons are admitted into any Office, and the delivery of the 
Holy Rible, with the Words mentioned, ſeems very pro- 
r, When Perſons are admitted into the Order of Prieſt- 
ood ;, but I will not looſe any more time in making Re- 
marks upon the manner of Ordaining Perſons with you, 
fince I have already told you, that I think the Ordina- 
tions Invalid. 

Diff. You affirm that Ordination by Presbyters is in- 
valid. That they have right to Ordain I am very well 
ſatisfied, and if you'll give me leave, I will tell you upon 
what grounds I think ſo. 

Church, IJ ſhall be very willing to hear what Reaſons 
you have for your Opinion, and I will promiſe to anſwer 
your Arguments. Bur firſt I deſire you to mention only 
one at a time, and then give me leave to rg, 

Dif. 1 like your ropoſal, and therefore I will comply 
with it. (a) © In 1 firſt place then, I have carefully 
* conſulted the New Teſtament, and can't find there any 
* difference between a Biſhop and Presbyter, but it ſeems 
© very plain to me that the Perſons called by theſe Names, 
<* were of the very ſame Order and Office. St. Paul writing 
* to the Philippians, directs his Epiſtle to all the Saints in 
* Chrift at Philippi, with the Biſhops and Deacons, Had 
* there been 11 Presbyters diſtinct from Biſhops, un- 
* doubtedly theſe would have been mentioned as well as 
* the other; and this with ſeveral other Texts, proves 
* that the Names were then uſed in Common. nd it 
"* is as Plain in my Opinion, that the Office of the Biſho 
* andPresbyter was the ſame likewiſe ; this I am convince 
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e of from the Exhortations of St. Peter to the Presbyteys 
@ of the ſcattered Jews, Feed the Flock of God which ;s 
© among you, (lays he) taking the overſight thereof, or as 
the Greek word ſignifies, acting the part of Biſbops, If 
*© Presbyters then are Scriptural Biſoops (as from the Texts 
© before cited it appears they are) then the Diſſenting 
* Miniſters haye Epiſcopal Ordination, and are as regular 
* Miniſters of Chriſt as any are. | 

| Ch. L have Examined the New Teſtament with as 
much Care as you have in the Caſe now under our 
Conſideration, and I Conclude after my ſtricteſt Enqui- 
ry, that we have no perfect Form of Church Government 
mentioned there; nor have we any great Reaſon to ex- 
pe ſuch an Account. | 


c 


The Epile (Which make mention of Church Off. 


cers moſt frequently) were generally written to ſuch as 
were lately converted from Judaiſm, or Heatheniſm, to 
Chriſtianity; and the chief Deſign of the Authors was to 
Inſtruct em in the Fundamental Principles of Religion, 
and to Arm them againſt ſuch Errors as were then 
broach'd by falſe Teachers. Neither was there any oc- 
caſion to give a particular Account of the Government 
of the Church in thoſe Epiſtles, ſince it was generally in 
their own Hands, or elſe was by them committed to pro- 
per Perſons cholen by themſelves, Their chief Deſign 
was to Inſtruct 'em in uſeful Principles; and in the ge- 
neral to put them in mind of the Duties they owed to 
ſuch as Laboured amongft them in the Miniſtry. | 

But it is plain from Scripture beyond all Controverſy, 
that beſides the Apaſtles there were in the Church at 
leaſt Two Orders of fixed and ſtated Miniſters inferior to 
the Apoſtles, and ſubje& to their Juriſdiftion. That the 
Apoftles had others to ſucceed them is too plain to be 
denied, unleſs you will affirm that the extenſive 
Promiſe made by our Saviour to them, to be with them to 
the end of the World, is of none Effect. This neceſſarily 
N at they muſt be Succeeded by others in their 
Office, for the Oldeſt of em did not ſurvive this pro- 
miſe above fourſcore Years. That common diſtinction 


uſed by your Teachers between their Ordinary and Ex- 
traordinary Capacity, is very little to the purpoſe : For 
no Body affirms that their Succeſſors now are Endued 
with a power of working Miracles, &c. and therefore 
we don't affirm that they had Succeſſors in their Ex- 


And. 


traordinary Capacity, 
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And it is plain beyond all diſpute, that they appointed 
Perſons to preſide over, and Govern the Churches that 
they had already planted, even in their own times, The 


Ep tles direRed to Timothy and Titus, is a ſufficient proof | 


that they were entruſted with ſuch Power. St. Paul ad- 
viles Timothy (a) not to receive an Accuſation againſt an 
Elder, but _— two or three Witneſſes, The ſame Apo- 
file gives Inſtructions to Titus to ordain Elders in every 
City—and to ſet in order the things that are wanting, A 
Learned (b) Writer (now a Biſhop) in his Excellent 
Treatiſe of Church Government, proves that Timothy was 
Biſhop of Epheſus ;, and that there was an uninterrupted 
Succeſſion of Twenty Seven Biſhops in that Church, from 
him to the time of the great Council of Chalcedon. So 


* that what'an Ingenious Writer of yours (c) fays, is 


only a Novel Opinion, That Timothy and Titus were 
de not Biſhops, but only Evangelifts ; whoſe Office was 
not confined to any particular Church, any more than 
that of the Apoſtles, They were appointed by the 
*© Apeftles to plant Churches, to viſit the Churches that 
« were already planted, to give Directions and Orders 
* to thoſe Elders and Biſhops, which they had ſet over 
them. The ſame Author ingenuouſly owns that Timo- 
thy and Titus were ſty led Biſhops by ſome Hiſtorians in 
the ſucceeding Ages. So that in ſhort he gives em both 
an Arc hiepiſcopal Power, tho? he denies em the Title, and 
founds his Opinion of their being, Evangelits, with ſuch 
a Power as he mentions, upon a Fancy of his own, with. 
out fo much as mentioning, the Order of Evangeliſts, or 
telling us what Powers are in Scripture annex'd to that 
Office. Any one might reaſonably have expected to have 
teen it proved from the New Teſtament, that the Power 
of Modelling Churches, of Preſeribing Rules, of Conferring 
Holy Orders, of Examining, Judging, and Reprehend- 
ing Offenders, (and even Elders themſelves) belong'd to 
theſe Evangelits he mentions : But there is not one word 
of any ſuch Power annexed to that Office; fo that we 
may after all conclude, that they had an Archiepiſcopal 
Power, for the Elders were ſubjected to their Authority, 
And now I will confider more particularly the pro- 
miſcuous uſe of the Names, on which the force of your 
Argument depends. And you mult pardon me if for 
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Ia) 1 Ep. to Tim. 5. 19. (b) Biſbop of Oxford. (c) The of: 
Fee of a Scriptural Biſhop % J. B. Printed at Dublin. p. 417. 
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once IJ am fo Sceptical, as to require proof that the Texts 


wherein Biſhop and Presbyter as uſed lo prom iſcuouſly (as 
you imagine) are, part of the Canonical Scripture, If you 
can prove what Writings are Genuine, and what are 
riot, any other way than by the Teſtimony of the Fa- 
thers, I am much miſtaken. Now it is certainly a Mat- 
ter of Fact full as notorious, whether Biſhops were Supe- 
rior to Presbyters, as what Writings were Apaſtolic al. 
And if you are obliged to 190 ao ou their Authority, 
to prove that thoſe Texts which uſe the Names of Bop 
and Presbyter promiſcuouſly, are the Genuine Writings 
of the Apoſtles; there is as good Reaſon why you ſhould 
depend on their Authority, in explaining thoſe Texts, be- 
cauſe they in reaſon muſt be acknowledged to beſt acquain- 
ted, both with the Deſign and Practice of the Apoſtles. 
Unleſs then you can prove that ſome of the moſt Antient 
Fathers, Enumerating the Orders of the Church, uſe the 
Words Biſhop and Presbyter promiſcuoully, or ſay they took 
em to be ſo uſed in Scripture (and their Practice is the beſt 
Comment upon their 6 inions) you muſt Excuſe me if 
] tell you, there is = at all in your Argument, 
drawn from the promiſcuous uſe of the Words Bop and 
Presbyter. | 
Give me leave to mention a paſſage or two out of the 
Fathers, very full to my preſent purpole. St. Jznatins, 
Diſciple to St. John, who ſuffered Martyrdom about the 
10th Year of Trajan; (which was but a few Years after 
St. John return'd from his Baniſhment) in his Epiſtle to 
the Epheſians, mentions Oneſimus their Biſhop, whom he 
Exhorts all of 'em, Presbyters and Deacons as well as 
prin . Chriſtians, to - Obey, This Ignatius (as the 
earned Mr. Reeves (a) obſerves) mentions the Diſtinct 
Orders of Biſhop, Presbyter, and Deacon, no leſs than Six- 
teen times in Seven ſhort Epiſtles. There is one Noble 
paſſage mentioned by that Excellent Author, part of 
which I will take leave ro Tranſcribe. Be all Obedient 
to the Biſhop, as Jeſus Chriſt was to the Father, and to 
the Presbytery, as to the Apoſtles, The Deacons allo Re- 
verence as the Ordinance of God, The ſame Father (a- 
lutes the Church of the Trallians in the Fulneſs of the 


aus 
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Apoſtolical Character, and in his Epiſtle to them ſays, 
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(a) Preface to the Apologies concerning the vight uf. of the Ju- 
thors. P. 17. 


(b; Be 


Here 
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(b) Be Subject to your — as unto the Lord—And 
to the Presbyters as to the Apoſtles of Chrift, — Likewiſe 
the Deacons alſo being Minifters of the Myſteries of 
Chrift, ought to pleaſe in all things—without theſe there 
is no Church of the Elect. He is without, who does any 
thing without the Byſbop and Presbyters and Deacons, and 
ſuch a one is defiled in his Conſcience. He alſo directs 
his Epiſtle to the Church at Philadelphia, to thoſe who were 
in Unity with their Biſhop, and Presbyters, and Deacons. 
(c) Irenems, Polycarp's Diſciple, urges a Succeſſion of 
Biſhops from the Apoſtles to his time: And moreover 
adds, that the Apoſtles themſelves committed the Care of 
the Churches into their Hands; leaving them to ſucceed, 
not only in the Place, but the Juriſdiction of the Apoſtles. 

If you conſider at what time St. Ignatius lived, you 
cannot imagine that he was unacquainted with the Go- 
vernment of the Church, as ſettled by the Apoſtles. And 
Irenaus who lived about the Year 180, might be able 
ea ſily to know who were the Biſhops in the hank 
down to his time, and both make expreſs mention o 
three Orders in the Church. 

And alſo thoſe Minor Fathers, who are thought to be 
favourers of the Presbyterian Scheme, Chryſaſfome and 
Jerome, grant the Power of Ordination to be lodg'd en- 
tirely in the Biſhop, The former ſpeaking as Low and 
Moderate of E 17 * as he well could, ſays (4) That 
Ordination is the Sole point wherein Biſhops are Superior, 
and in this alone they ſeem to be above Presbyters. Je- 
rome mentions Ordination as a Work proper to the Bi- 


Pop. 

ow ſince the Fathers who lived immediately after 
the Apoſtles, make mention of three diſtint Orders, Bi- 
ſhops, Presbyters, and Deacons ; and even thoſe in later 
times, who ſeem to favour Presbytery, affirm that the 
Power of Ordaining belongs to the Biſhop ;; your Argu- 
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(% Habeamus annumerare eos, qui ab Apoſtolis inſtituti 
ſunt Epiſcopi in Eccleſijs, & Succeſſores eorum uſq; ad nos, 
quibus etiam ipſas Eccleſias committebant, quos & Sueceſſores 
r ſuum ip ſorum locum Magiſterij tradentes. 
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ments drawn from the Promiſcuous uſe of the Names, 
to prove the validity of Presbyterian Ordinations, ſeems 
to have very little Strength left in it. 

[ am very unwilling to let this Argument paſs with- 
ont a fall Anſwer, and therefore I will beg you to have 
patience a little longer. I cannot imagine how the pro- 
miſcuous uſe of Names, proves the Office of Bifh»p and 
Presbyter to be the ſame. The Apoftles are called ſome- 
times Deacons or Min:fters, and ſo are their Companions 
in Labour: For the term Deacon, ſignifying any one that 
Miniſtred (as a late learned Author (4) affirms) it was 
not then appropriated to the loweſt Order, any more 
than Presbyter was to the Second; for the Apoftles call 
themſelves ſometimes Deacons ; ſo that from hence an 
Argument might be drawn, as well to prove that Dea- 
cons are equal in rank to the higheſt Order of Biſhops, 
or that our Saviour was not ſuperior to Deacons, becauſe 
he is called A:axzoy2, which we rightly tranſlate Miniſter, 
Rom. 14. 8, A Biſhop, as one obſerves, ſignifies an Overſeer, 
and Presbyter an antient Man or Elderman; whence our 
term of Alderman ; and this is as good a Foundation to 
prove, that the Apaſtles were Aldermen, according to the 
common acceptation of the Word, or that our Aldermen 
are all Biſhops and Apaſtles, as to prove your 1 
and Biſhops are all one from the Childiſh jingle of the 
Words: and fo I diſmiſs your firſt Argument, and deſire 
you to proceed. 

Dif. If Epiſcopacy has been univerſally received; yet I 
am well aſſured that ſuch a Dioceſan Epiſcopacy as we 
© have now in the Church of England, was unknown to the 
« Primitive Chriſtians. (b) Their Biſhops were no others 
© than the Paſtors of particular Congregations, ſuch as our 
Incumbents Who have Curates and Lecturers to aſſiſt 
| «& 'em. All the People of a Dioceſe did every Lord's-day, 
© meet in one place to celebrate Divine Service; they 

had but one Communion Table, (c) were all preſent at 
“ Church Cenſures, and no Offenders were reſtored a- 

Z © gain without the conſent of the whole Church. 
| Ch. This Argument is borrowed from Mr. David Clark- 
pben's Treatile of Primitive Epiſcopacy, and is excellent- 
| ly confuted by Dr. Maurice, in a Book call'd Dioceſan Epiſ- 
copacy defended, to which I have never ſeen a Reply. 
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But the Diviſion of the World into Dioceſes, does not 
at all affect the Caſe in debate. If there were three 
ſeveral Orders in the Church, viz. Biſhops, Presbyters, 
and Deacons, which I think I have fairly proved in An- 
ſwer to the firſt Objection; then it matters not much, 
how large, er how ſmall the Dioceſes were. It ſeems to 
be very plain that the firſt Biſhop of Epheſus had Presbyters 
under his Jurisdiction, from Sr. Paul's Epiſtle to Timothy, 
which proves that he was not the Paſtor of a ſingle Con- 
gregation. , | 

hen the Goſpel was firſt preach'd, it's more than 
probable that there was only one Biſhob in a Church, 
or rather, in one City or Region; and the whole Con- 
gregation might meet together in that one Church where 
the Biſhop was preſent : But it is plain that when the 
number of Converts encreaſed, there were Presbyters 
ſent to thoſe new Converts, other Societies were erected, 
and theſe Pnesbyters were in Subjection to the Biſhop, as 
may be proved from ſeveral Paſſages in St. Jgnatiuss 
Epiftles ; I will only mention one in his Epiſtle to the 
Magneſians. 8 Therefore as Chrift doth not hing without 
the Father, ſo neither do ye, whether Presbyter, Deacon, 
or Laick, any thing without the Biſhop. This both proves 
that there were three Orders in the Church, and allo that 
the Presbyters and Deacons were ſubordinate to Biſhops : and 
ſo I diſmiſs your ſecond Objection. 

Dif. 1 protefs you are a Champion for Epiſcopacy; when 
(b) Lee good Mr.—— I'll ask him for an Anſwer to what 
you have ſaid, and then I will Reply. So I will go on 
with my Arguments to prove the validity of Presbyrerial 
Ordination. - 

& Timothy was ordained by the laying on 4 the hands 
ef the Presbytery, 1 Tim. 4. 14. Had it been laid, by the 
hands of the Epiſcopate, you would have triumph'd (c) 
* as having Demonſtration on your fide, and (as it is ex- 
© preſſed now) you maſt give me leave to reckon it ſo 
* on ours, unleſs you can produce better Reaſons to the 
* contrary, than I have yet met with. _ 

Ch. You leem to lay a great ſtreſs upon this Argu— 
ment, without any manner of Reaſon. I deſire you to 
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remember that I have already told you, that the Apaſtles 
both call themſelves Presbyrers, and are call'd fo by Ana- 
tius St. John's Diſciple, in his Epiftle to the Philadelphians, 
re οε,,nEh EAA Nic. It is more than probable that he was 
ordained to the Office of a Biſhop, (a) by the laying on 
of the hands of St. Paul, and if any meer Presbyters laid 
on their hands at that time, it does no more prove that 
he was ordained by the Presbytery (in your Senſe of the 
word) than that the Clergy of the Church of England are 
ordained by meer Presbyte7s, becauſe they join with the 
Biſhop in Impoſit;on of hands, If yon would prove any 
thing to the purpoſe from this Paſſage, it ought to be 
this, viz. That Timothy was ordained only by the Lay- 
ing on of the hands of meer Presbyters, without an Apoſtle ; 
and then you had made a very uſeful diſcovery. You 
had — that he was ordained by Presbyters, to have 
a JIurisdiction over Presbyrers; for you _ ſee in I 
Epiſt. to Tim. 5. 19. That he is inſtructed by the Apoſtle, 
not to receive any Accuſation «Tz Tp:oCvTigs againſt an 
Elder, but before two or three Witneſſes: Or elſe you 
muſt have lain under a Neceſſity of denying that he 
had a Power over that Presbyter, againſt whom he could 
receive Accuſations; and on whom he could paſs Cenſures, 
I hope this is a ſufficient Anſwer to your third Argument, 
which you bring to prove the validity of your Teachers 
Orders. I deſire you to proceed, if you have any more 
remaining. 

Dif. My next Argument is in the Words of the learned 
Dr. Calamy. The Ends of Ordination, viz. The ſet- 
ting Men apart to the Office of the Miniſtry, the Re- 
* commending a Man ſolemnly to the Grace of God, 
& (b) for Aſſiſtance in the diſcharge of his Duty, the pre- 
« venting an Intruſion into the Sacred Office, by unqua- 
& lified Perſons, the conciliating a Man that Meaſure of 
& reſpect in the Church as is neceſſary, in order to his 
© being uſeful in his miniſterial Capacity; are as effectual- 
ly anſwered where ſenior Presbyters Ordain, as where 
* Dioceſan Biſhops are the Perſons that officiare. 

Ch. I think Sir, tho' you have quoted a Paſſage from 
an Author of Note, there is no force at all in the Argu- 
ment. The Ends of Ordination mentioned by your Au- 
thor, may be as effectually anſwered, without any Ordi- 
nation at all, provided that a number of Perſons agree 
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together, to make choice of -a Man ta be their Paſtor, 
They (by your own Argument) havea right to join them- 
ſelves to what Perſon they. pleaſe, and they need only 
to ſay, they find it moſt for their Ediſication to attend 
to the preaching of ſuch a Perſon. It is very likely "hop 
will pay as much reſpe& to the Teacher they have ſo 
made Choice of, as Dr. Calamy's Congregation does ta 
him; and if you'll allow them to be Judges (as upon your 
own Principles you muſt) they will tell you they are 
as much edified by his preaching, as you are by hear- 
ing of Mr. Roſewell, Mr. Wright, &c. For there will 
never want Men who will be as well pleaſed with Non- 
ſenſe, as ingenious Diſcourſes, You muſt allow that the 
Members of ſuch a Society, can recommend the Teacher 
they have made choice of to the Divine Aſſiſtance, and 
heartily beg of God to enable him to diſcharge his Du- 
ty ; they may reſolve that no other Perſon ſhall preach 
to their Society: And this Management may procure 
to their Teacher in that Aſſembly as much reſpect, as 
any other diſſenting Teacher has from his particular Con- 
gregation. 

In ſhort, this Argument depends ſo entirely on the 
Truth of this Aſſertion, viz. That Presbyters have the 
Power of Ordaining (which I cannot allow for the Reaſons 
I have already mentioned) that unleſs the Poſition holds 
true, it proves nothing at all to the purpoſe. If that 
can be clearly prov'd, then the ends of Ordination may | 
he effectuallj anſwered by ſuch Ordination as you plead | 


or. 

Dif. I am fully ſatisfied that God has remarkably bleſs d 
the Difſenters Miniftry to the Converſion, Edification, and | 
ane Salvation of a Multitude of Souls; (a) and to ſuppoſe | 
that God does ordinarily own Perſons whom he never | 
ſent, is to inſinuatę as if he himſelf contributed to the 
Subverting Order and Regularity in the Church, which 
is a thought that I dare not give conntenance to. 

Ch, If this Argument proves any thing at all, 'tis more 
than you are willing it ſhould, and enough to deſtroy 
what you here make uſe of it for to eſtabliſh. 1 am well 
aſſured that, the Quakers (who have no Orders at all) 
will tell you, that God has remarkably blels'd their 
Teaching, both at Home and Abroad, to be the means 

Converting a multitude of Souls; and 1 know not 
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why 1 ſhould believe you, and give no Credit to them, 
when they affirm it, very 4 upon equal grounds with 
you, I deſire you to conſider how many Congregations 
are ſupplied by Candidates very often for a conſiderable 
time; now if the Preaching and Praying of ſuch Per- 
ſons be Edifying, before they are Ordained to any Office 
in the Church, according to your way of Reaſoning, 
this is an Argument to prove that they are true Ai- 
niſters of Chriſt; and if their Preaching and Praying is 
not Edifying or Succeſsful, I deſire that you'll never pre- 
tend that all things are managed with ſuch good Dif. 
cip)ine in ſeparate Aſſemblies, ſo long as you ſuffer (both 
in City and Country) ſo many Candidates to preach and 
pray in your Congregations, 

I have a Collection of Sermons by me, that were preach'd 
before the H. of Cezz>evs at their Monthly Faſts, in 
the time of that unnatural War rais'd againſt King Charles 
the Firſt, where the Argument of Succeſs is urg'd with 
rout Advantage: But I muſt declare that I could never 

brought to have a good Opinion of the Proceedings 
at that time, by that ſort of Reaſoning, And this isall I 
ſhall offer in Anſwer to your Argument, drawn from the 
Succeſs of your Teachers Miniſtrations, to prove that 
their Ordinations are valid which does as fully prove 
the Truth of their Miſion who (by their own Confeſſion) 
have no Orders at all. 8 

Diff. If Presbyterian Ordination be invalid, (a) how can 
& any Clergy-man in England pretend to prove the Validi- 
© ty of his own Orders? To do this, he muſt be aſſured . 
0 that the Perſon who ordained him, was Ordained b 
© a Biſhop, and the ſame of that Biſhop, and thus mu 
de he run the matter back as far as the Apaſtles days; 
© and if he can't make outsan uninterrupted Succeſſi- 
© on, how can he prove that he was duly Ordained to 
& his Office? 

Ch. Your Argument is fo very weak, that I am apt 
to think you don't believe it affects the Controverſy. 
If an uninterrupted Succeſſion, and a perfect knowledge 
of that Succeſſion, are things ſo neceſſary, 1 dare affirm 
that none of your Teachers (allowing their Ordinations 
valid) can prove that they have a true Miſſion. For he 
that attempts to prove this, muſt prove that the Perſon 
who ordained him, was Ordained by Presbyters, and fo 


co 


— 


— — 


(a) Lay Non-Conformity Juſti fed. P. 12. mene 5 
| | e 


22 The Lay-Man's PIT AS, c. 


the ſame of thoſe Presbyters quite back to the Apoſtles 
days; for if it is neceſſary for the one, it is equally neceſſa- 
ry for the other. 

' Now in ſuch a ſearch a Clergy-man would have vaſtly 
the Advantage, becauſe all Eccleſiaſtick writers always 
make mention of Biſhops in all places where Chriſtianity 
was received, as Governors of the Church: And it is 
much eaſier to trace a Succeſſion of Kings in any Nati- 
on, than a Succeſſion of Mayors in a Corporation, If 
one of your Teachers was to attempt to prove the Succeſſi- 
on of Presbyters, and the Validity of his Orders that 
Way, he would be quite loſt as ſoon as he got to the late 
Civil Wars, and very likely inſtead of meeting with a 
Presbyter, would meet with a Captain of Horſe, or ſome 
Military-man giving a Commiſſion to uſe the Sword of the 
Spirit. In ſhort there is nothing in this Argument that 
deſerves any other Anſwer. us 

' Diff. The Practice of your own Biſhops and Clergy, in 
more Inſtances than one, is a virtual owning the Ordi- 
nations Jam Vindicating. (a) Have not ſeveral Divines 
of the Church of England, received the Sacrament of 
the Lord's Supper from Miniſters that had no other than 
Presbyterian Ordination ? And don't moſt of your Cler- 
gy admit Dyſſenters to the Lords Supper without fo 
mach as mentioning their being Re-baptized ? which are 
both a virtual owning of our Orders. 

Ch. ] don't remember that any of our Biſhops ever re- 
ceived the Sicrament of the Lord's Supper from Presby- 
terian Miniſters abroad. One who was afterwards a 
Biſhop, urg'd this as a Reaſon to prove the Lawfulnels of 
Occaſional Conformity, that he himſelf was an Occaſional 
Conformiſt at Geneva; and was ſufficiently lavght at in 
the Houſe of Lords for making uſe of ſuch a {trenuous 
Argument. If I ſhould undertake to prove that 
your Teachers (and by conſequence their Hearers) are 
obliged to receive the Sacrament in the Church of Eng- 
land, and ule this Argument to make good my Aſſertion, 
Viz, That Mr. Baxter, Dr. Bates, &c. have received the 
Sacrament in the Church ; You will be apt to reply, 
they might do as they thought fit, but I am not ta have 
my judgment guided by their Practice. 

Lou wou'd do well to Conſider, that thoſe Divines of 
eur Church, who have joyned in Communion with 
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Presbyterian Congregations Abroad, thought (it may be) 
that they ought not on any Account to neglect an Op- 
portunity of receiving the Lord's Supper, tho' they 
could not receive it from Perſons having Epiſcopal Or- 
dination. And things done under an extream Neceſſity, 
never ought to be drawn into Precedent. R 
As to what you urge with reſpe& to Diſſenters being 
Admitted to the Lord's, Supper by the Clergy of our 
Church, without any mention being made of their being 
Rebaptized ; I am very well Aſſured that they (generally 
ſpeaking ) who have Admitted ſuch Perſons to the Sa- 
crament, do at the fame time deny the Validity of Preſ- 
byterian Ordinations ; and look on the Baptiſm of ſuch 
Perſons to be no more than Lav-Baptiſm. And if there 
are any Inconſiſtencies in their Opinions and. Practice, let 
them Anſwer for themſelves, for I have no deſign to 
Vindicate ſuch: Perſons, it being quite beſide the Intenr 
of this Conference. I defire-you only to Obſerve, that 
thoſe Authors who are againſt Rebaptizing Perſons that 
have been Baptized by your Teachers, vindicate their 
Opinion by ſuch Arguments and Quotations, as were de- 
ſign'd to prove the Validity of Lay-Baptiſm, and were 
uſed by thoſe in former Ages who were Advocates for 
Lav-Baptiſms. | | IN 

Diſſ.“ 1 dare not be fo Uncharitable as to Unchurch 
© all the Foreign Proteſtants; which I apprehend is the 
© Conſequence of denying the Validity, of Presbyt erian 
4 Ordinatien; for it's plain their Miniſters never had 
« any other, (a). | 

Ch. And dare you at the ſame time run counter to 
the whole Chriſtian World, which is generally Epiſcopal 
and muſt be in the Wrong if you are in the Right! l 
deſire you to produce an Inſtance, of any one Chriſtian 
Church that was not Governed by Biſhops, diſtin from 
and ſuperior to Presbyters, till within two Hundred Years 
laſt paſt; till the Vaudois in Piedmont, the Hugonots in 
France, the Calviniſts in Geneva, and the Presbyterians 
thence tranſlated into Holland, Scotland, and England. 
And what are theſe when compared with the Churches 
under the Pope's Supremacy and Epiſcopal? As one inge- 
nioully ſays, they are only like a Wart on the Face 
the Weſtern Church ; and if you compare 'em with the 
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Catholick Church all over the World, which is all Epiſ- 
ropal, they will not appear fo big as a Mole. 
"To Examine your Argument a little cloſer. I hope 
you don't pretend that your Caſe is Parallel to that 
of thoſe Foreign Proteſtants, which you are ſo much 
concern'd for. Several of em have declared that they 
approve of, and Admire our Conftitution, and wiſh they 
had the ſame kind of Church Government, They con- 
demn your Separation, as you may ſee in their Letters 
rinted in the latter end of Biſhop Stilling fleet's Unrea- 
onableneſs of Separation. There is certainly vaſt odds 
between the Caſe of thoſe Foreign Proteſtants, and our 
Proteſtant Diſſenters; the former approve of and ad- 
mire our Conſtitution as Epiſcopal, theſe latter condemn 
3 that Account, and unreaſonably make a Separation 

om it. | 

What Allowances God will make to thoſe who think 
their Ordinations to be good, and that they are true 
Miniſters of the Goſpel, and as ſuch do receive the Sa- 
craments from them, (eſpecially conſidering that the 
muſt either receive em from ſuch Perſons, or not at all ) 
J will not determine. But this does by no means give 
any Countenance to ſuch as Separate from a true 
Church, whoſe Miniſters by your own Confeſſion are 
true Miniſters of Chriſt, and where all Means necel- 
ſary to Salvation may be had. | 

Dif. In the 23d Article of the Church, Ordination is 
not Confined to Biſhops diſtin from Presbyters ;, It only 
w bo Thoſe we ought to judge Lenfally called and ſent, 
which be choſen and called to this Work, by Men who have 
Publick Authority given unto 'em in the Congregation, to 
call and ſend Minifters into the Lord's Vineyard. (a) 

Ch. In Anſwer to your firſt Argument, I have proved 
that there were three ſtated Orders in the Church, Bi- 
ſhops, Presbyters, and Deacons. That Biſhops had all along 
the Power of Ordaining, is plain from the Writings both 
of Chryſoftome and St. Jerome, who are the Fathers that 
the Advocates of Presbytery moſt rely upon; and it is 
certainly the ſafeſt way, to jadge in What Senſe that 
Article is to be underſtood, by conſidering what was 
the Opinion and Praftice of the Primitive Church down 
to the time in which thoſe Articles were agreed upon : 
For tho' the Article is only in General Terms, yet it 
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is certainly to be taken in a Senſe agreeable tothe Practice 
of 8 which I have — mentioned. | 

Di. will only add a Word or two more, and then 
I will conclude on this Head of Diſcourſe. I am ver 
* ſorry to hear that the Clergy of the Church of England, 
« allow the Validity of Orders given by Popiſb Biſhops, 
** who are maintainers of corrupt Doctrines, Enemies 
te to the Faith, and haters of the very Name of Proteftant ; 
(a) when Proteſtant Divines (Men of Eminent Piety, 
© and capable of doing very great Service) can have no 
*© ſuch Benefit, and for no other reaſon but becauſe they 
“ never had a Biſhop's Hand upon 'em. 

Ch. And that alone (if you conſider what I have al- 
ready ſaid) is a ſufficient Reaſon why your eminent Pro- 
teſtant Divines, are not allowed to Officiate in the 
Church of England. Perſons Ordained by Popiſh Biſhops 
are received into our Church (upon a Solemn Renunci- 
ation of the Errors of the Romiſh Church) becauſe they 
had Epiſcopal Ordination. For tho' Idolatry and the U- 
ſurpation of the Pope areReaſonsSufficient to Separate from 
the Romiſh Church, yet they do not fo far Un-church a 
Church of Chrift, but that the Perſon upon true Repen- 
tance may be Received as a true Miniſter, without being 
re-Ordain'd. In the Jewiſh Church, (which was only a 
different State of the Chriſtian Church from the firſt pro- 
mile of Chriſt, Gen 3--15, and therefore the Author of the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews ſays, the Goſpel was Preached unto 
them as well as unto us) Idolatry did not Vnchurch them. 
Nor did they looſe the Benefits of that Diſpenſation they 
lived under, as is plain from Neh.--9. -18.--20, This you 
may eaſily apply to the caſe before us, and it will furniſh 
you with a Reaſon, why Presbyters in the Church of Rome 
are received into the Church o England without New Or- 
ders, viz. becauſe their Biſhops have not forfeited their Au- 
thority, tho' they have grolsly abuſed it. 

I will Conclude this part of our Conference, with this 
General Remark upon what | have offered, by way of 
Anſwer to your ſeveral Objections. | 

The Fathers, wherever they ſpeak of the Government 
of the Church, ipeak of three diſtin Orders, viz. Biſhops 
Presbyters, and Deacons ; the higheſt of which Orders ha 
always the Power of Ordination. This Epiſcopal Go- 
vernment they conſtantly affirm, was derived from the 


. 
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Apoſtles 5 who nominated (Irene ſays) the Biſhops that 


were to {ucceed em. And it ſeems very probable that 
His Account is true; becauſe: (as a late Learned Author 
ſays) (a) immediately after the days of the Apaſtles, all 


the Churches were caſt into one mould of Biſhop, Prieſt, 
and Deacon: This taking place every where, and that 


at a time when no Meetings of the Clergy could be held 
to eſtabliſh any ſuch form, and that no Laws of Princes 
were made to enact it, and no Men of Authority could 
fo early and ſo univerially have brought ſuch a Change 
into the Order of the Church, when there was nothing 
to tempt any to affect Preheminence ; Labour and Suf- 
ering being all that then followed this ſuperior Rank: 
and yet within leſs than one Century after the days of 
the Apoftles, we do plainly ſee, that this was the Con- 
{titution, even of thoſe Churches that had been gathered 
and ſettled by the Apaſtles themſelves. If this does nor 
prove Epiſcopacy to be of Apoſtolical Inſtitution, I know 
not what will ſatisfie you. 21710 | 
I'l now mention the Account which a Gentleman of 
Note, (b) a Teacher of yours gives of this matter. Chriſt 
left (ſays he) but one ſort of ſtanding Rulers in his 
Church, and they were not fingle, but in a Pluratity, 
and theſe were ſignified by the Word Presbyters : But in 


after times the Chief of theſe Presbyrers in a Church, came 


to be look'd on as in a diſtint and higher Office than 
the reſt, and appropriated to himſelf the Name of Biſpop, 


and left the other of Presbyters to his Brethren ; who 


were really of the ſame Office with himſelf, and fince 
that, Men in uſing the Terws Bi/bops, and Presbyrers, 
have referred to this Difference. An account of the 
ſame kind with this you may meet with from another 
hand. (c) e | 

It is certainly very ſurprizing, that in anAge of ſuch ſin- 
gular ſimplicity, and when there were no Motives but 
what Labour and Sufferings could ſuggeſt ; Men ſhould 
affect the Preheminence, 

But it is very unfortunate that our Advocates for Preſ- 
bytery, after that they have given us ſuch a grave Account 


(a) Dr. Burnet late Lord Biſhop of Sarum, in his Diſcourſe con- 
cerning the Obligation of Church Communion, p. 96, 97. 
(% Mr. Pierce's Theſes againſt Dr. Wells. | 
(c) Mr Dan. Williams's Sermon at the Ordination of Mr, Wright, 
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of ſo notable an Alteration, are not able to tell us at 
what time this Uſurpation began, nor in what place, 
whether in one particular Church, or in many Churches; 
nor Who the Perſons were that firſt began it, or who op- 
pos'd it; for it is very improbable that every Body would 
comply with fach- an Alteration, without ſaying' one 
Word againſt it. An early diſpute about the time of 
—— Eafter ſtands upon Record, and ſuch I Uſurpation 
as that of Biſhops over Presbyters — unregarded. A 
moſt ſurprizing Account! The moſt unaccountable event 
that ever happen'd ſince Societies were firſt Inſtituted, 
and Government appointed to preſerve the Peace and Or- 
der of em. It looks as if all the Presbyters of that Age 
when this Uſurpation began, were under the Power of 
Enchantment ; ſince we have not the leaſt account of any 
Man that lifted up a Finger, in Defence of their common 
Liberty. It is ſtrange that neither Conſcience of their 
Duty, nor averſeneſs from the Pride and Uſurpation of 
others over em, ſhould prevail with any one of 'em, 
to oppole this univerſal Invaſion of the Kingdom of Jeſus 
Chrift, and the common Liberty of Chriſtians. 

Thus Sir, L have conſidered your Arguments, by which 
ou vindicate Presbyterian Ordination, and I think I may 
lay (without Oſtentation) I have fairly anſwer'd em. If 
you have any other Objections againſt Conformity, I will 
endeavour to anſwer 'em, ſo as at leaſt to ſatisfy you 
that | had good reaſon to leave your Societies; an mall 
be glad if f can offer auy thing to your Conſideration, 
that may be ſerviceable to bring you back to the Com- 
munion of that Church, which you have fo cauſeleſsly 

Separated from. CA 
D.. I have no manner of Prejudice againſt the Church 
of England, nor agy of its Members. I have no private 
Views in what I do; God is my Witnels, 1 did not for- 
ſake the Church for any Temporal Advantage. It is my 
own Edification that I am chiefly. concerned about, and 
no good Man can with Reaſon blame me, for uſing the 
beſt means to promote my Happineſs, The Liberty that 
1 deſire, is only to worſhip. God according to my Con- 
ſcience, and no Man can reaſonably deprive me of this 
Liberty. The things in diſpute are of a middle nature 

ſuch as are neither commanded nor forbidden in the wor 
of God; and therefore they ought to be left Indifferent.: I 
am willing to worſhip God in Spirit. and in Truth; and 
the fewer of Mens Inventions in a Chriſtian Society met 
| E 2 together 
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together for Divine Worſhip, the better; for this Rea- 
ſon I chuſe to worſhip God ſtatedly, in the way I have 


made choice of. 


Ch. That 1 may give you a fair Anſwer to your Ar- 
gument, I will omit ſaying any thing to that part of 
it that relates to the Inventions of en in the r 
of God; till we come to ſpeak of thoſe things which you 
have a particular diſlike to in the Church of England. And 


will examine your Plea, of having a Liberty of worſhip- 


ping God according to your Conſcience. 

But firſt it is neceſſary that I lay down this Poſition, 
which I am well aſſured is not only agreeable to the 
unte of all the Old Nonconformiſts; but to the more 
modern ones, who have wrote upon this Subject, viz, That 
every Man is obliged to do all that in him lies, to pro- 
mote the Peace and Unity of the Church of Chrift ;, and 
it is a natural Inference from this Poſition, that every 
Man is therefore bound to maintain the Unity and Peace 
of that particular Church where he lives, if it be a true 
and found part of the Body. And; © . 

Nothing but the impoſing of ſinful 1 28 and re- 
quiring us to bear a part in em, will juſtify Separa- 
tion. . 

And now I come to examine the pretence of Conſcience 
for Separation. N 

It is very neceſſary, in the firſt Place, that we ſtate 
the thing right, which we are talking about. According 
then to the natural ſignification of the word, Conſcience 15 
an inward perſmaſion, founded upon ſome Reaſon, apprehended 
to be true, concerning the lawfulneſs or unlawfulneſs of a 
thing. And if this is a true Definition of Conſcience, then 
it is plain that a bare averſion or diſlike to a thing, oc- 
caſioned by Prejudice, or Education, is not Conſcience. 
The diſlike ought to be founded upon ſome Reaſon, 
drawn either from the nature of things, or from the 
Holy Scriptures, or from both. For Inſtance, if a Man 
ſay that he cannot in Conſcience join with a Congrega- 
tion, where the Miniſter prays in a Form, his bare ſay- 
ing ſo does not prove that Conſcience is one jot concerned 
in the matter; unleſs he can prove that Forms of Prayer 
are forbidden by the Word of God, or that they are 
not adapted in their own nature, to Anſwer the Ends 


of publick Prayer: And if the Man cannot do this, it is 


great odds he is only guided by Humour or Conceit, 
the Power of Education and Prejudice, Before any en 
f takes 
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takes the Liberty to affirm, that he cannot in Conſcience 
c "ply with this or that Kite, or Ceremony in the Church 
of 3 gland, he ought to lay aſide all Prejudice againſt 
5 particular thing; and carefully examine the Rea- 
ſons pro and gon; 729 and if upon ſuch an enquiry, he 
cannot ſatisfy himſelf in the lawfulneſs of that thing, but 
judges that it is unlawful for him to do it; he may for- 

ar the doing of it. But I cannot ſee how ſuch à Man 
can be bound in Conſcience induſtriouſly to promote Se · 
| paration, and to fill other Perſons with a diſlike to thoſe 
things, Which they are well ſatisfied may lawfully be done. 
And ſuch a conſcientious Diſſenter cannot (for the ſake 
of any Temporal Advantage) conform occaſionally to 
that Chyrch, which his Conſcience tells him he ought 
not ſtatedly to conform to (not that the Act of joining 
occaſionally with ſuch a Church is a Sin, but) becauſe b 
occaſionally doing it, he allows it to be lawful, and fo 
monſtrates to the World, that he breaks the Unity of 
.the Church, when he is under no neceſſity of doing it. 
From what has been ſaid already concerning Con- 
Feiner it is plain that when a Man is concerned in things 
fr ; rene 12 ſuch things as are neither commanded or 
rbidden in 


the La of God, he ought to make uſe of the 
heſt means for his Information, before he declares ſuch 
things to be unlawful, and on that Account breaks the 
Unity of the Church. | 
And one would almoſt be certain, that if thoſe who 
bave ſuch doubts and ſcruples about Indifferent things, 
would only read what has been ſaid by the old Noncon- 
formiſts, concerning the Neceſſity of Submiſſion to the 
Rulers of the Church; in ſuch caſes, their doubts and 
ſcruples would be all removed : and this leads me to 
treat upon the other part of your Plea, viz. that you 
onght to have the Liberty of making choice of ſuch a kind 
of Worlhip, as you judge moſt agreeable to the Scriptures. 
I delire you to conſider that all Chriſtians are bound 
by the Laws of Jeſus Chrift, and the nature of their Ho- 
IV Religion, to preſerve as much as in them lies the Unity 
of the Church; which does not barely lye in maKing a Pro- 
feſſion of the ſame Faith; but in joining together with our 


Brethren in the ſame religious Communion of Worſhip 
and Sacraments. 


* 4 . . — 
| (a) Treatiſe of Sebiſm. 
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And Since the Modes and Grenmſtance of Divine Wor- 
ſhip are not determined by the Laws of God, it is be- 
yond diſpute, that there is a Power left in the hands of 
the Governors of the Church, to appoint ſuch Rules and 
ſuch Forms, for the Solemn Acts of Worſhip, as they, 
in their prudence, think have a tendency to promote 
Decency, Order, and Edification. And Unleſs their de- 
terminations are contrary to the word of God, they 
ought to be Submitted to by all Private Chriſtians. O- 
hey them (ſays the Apoſtle ) that have the Rule over you, 
and oy your ſelves to them, for they watch for your Souls 
as they that muſt give an Account, Mr. Baxter ſays (b) cer- 
tain things, called Ceremonies, may Lawfully be uſed in the 
Church upon humane Impoſition; and when they are not con- 
trary to the Law of God, no Perſon ſhould diſobey the Com- 
mand, 1 Lamfull Governour r. 8 
Di. Pray Sir what are you talking about? We are as 
much for Obedience to our Rulers, às any of our Brethren. 
(c) But at preſent there is'no Law which requires our 
Conformity to the Church of England, the Act of Tolera- 
tion having 4 us a Liberty of worſhipping God ac- 
cording to the Dictates of our own Conſciences. So that 
- we don't offend againſt any Law by our Nonconformity. 

Church, | hope you will not be offended if I affirm, 

that the At of Uniformity is not yet repealed, nor any 
one Act that obliges you to conform to the Church of 
England ; And conlequently you are as much obliged as 
ever, to hold Communion with that Church. The Act 
of Toleration, as appears from the Title of it, does 
not repeal any former Acts, in favour of the Church, It 
only exempts his Majeſtys Subjects, diſſenting from the 
Church of England, from the Penalties of certain Laws. 
5. It does not alter the Nature of them (ſays a (4) late 
learned Biſhop) nor make an unjuſt Separation one whit 
kt lawfuller, than it was when they were under a ſe- 
* vere Yoke. The Law only 52 a civil Impunity, 
and does not puniſh, but the Cauſe of Separation is 
* the ſame'that it was, and is neither better nor worſe 
© Whether the Perſons ſeparating, are puniſhed or not. 
So that if ever it was unlawful, it is ſo ſtill ; and ſince 


{ 
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(6) Chriſtian Directory, p. 398. 
(Ly Noncenf. bage 44. 5 Coe : 
(a) Dr. Burner, Lord B:ſhov of "Sarum, in his Preface 0 his 
fourth Diſcourſe. 
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Communion is the Strength and Ground of all Society, 
Sacred and Civil, whoever (lays Mr. Hales) cauſeth (a) 
a Breach, if in Civil Occaſions, is guilty of Sedition, or 
1 if in Eccleſiaſtical Differences, is guilty of 

iſm, | | 
Bar ſuppoſe there was no humane Law that required 
you to conform to the Church of England, the Laws 
of our holy Religion oblige you to do all that lies in 
your Power to promote the Peace and Unity of the 
Church in general. And fince you own the Church of 
England to be a true and ſound Part of Chriſ's holy Ca 
tholick Church, you are bound to continue in the Com «+ 
munion of that Church, unleſs you can prove that ſhe 
impoſes ſinful Terms, which thoſe that are her Mem- 
bers are bound to bear a Part in. And if Church- 
Communion is a Duty laid upon us by God, no humane 
Authority can releale us from our Obligations to it: 
much leſs then will an Exeniption from temporal Penal- 
ties (which by former Laws were laid upon ſuch as re- 
fuſed to conform) excuſe thoſe from the Guilt of Schiſan, 
who unjuſtly withdraw themlelves from the Commu- 
nion of the Church of England. 5 | 

Diff. In the Concluſion of your Anſwer to my laſt 
Obje&ion, you ſcem to infinuate, that Proteſtant Dife 
ſenters are Schifmaticks ; I hope you are not ſo unchar- 
table as to think ſo. _ | + I 
Church. Ihave as much Charity for thoſe that differ from 
me, as the Chriſtian Religion teaches me to have, bur þ 
dare not indulge you or any Man in Error or Siu; and 
under the Notion of being Moderate, ſooth you in the Sin 
of Separation. I therefore tell you plainly, that you are 
guilty of the Sin of Schiſm 1 told you before) unleſs 
you have better Reaſons for Separation than. you have al- 
ready mentioned. 5 i 

Difſ. If this were true, Separation from your Church 
would be a dreadful thing indeed. But the Guilt of 
c Schiſm has been ſo often charg'd on the Diſſent ers, and 
© they have ſo frequently and effectually diſcharg'd them- 
* ſelves of it, that the Word does not appear half fo ter- 
<« rible as it did formerly, People being grown wiſer than 
© to be ſcared with Sounds. 6 We ſeparate from your 
© National Church, and yet you cannot pretend its Con- 
„e ſtitution, as National, is of Divine Right, Now Sepa- 


— 
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(a) Treatiſe of Schiſh, p. 193. (b) Lay Nonconf. p. 41. 
| Fas 


32 The Lay-Man's PIT AS, Gr: 


ration from a Church which the Ne Teftame#t knows 


not, be the Schiſm which the Scriptures warn us 
againſt, 15 

Church. In order to make good my Charge, I will firſt 
conſider what Schiſin is. It is by the learned Mr. Hales thus 
defined (e), Schiſm is an unneceſſary Separation of Chriſtians 


from that part of the viſible Church, of which they were 


once Members: (to which I add,) or to which they are 
bound to t joyn themſelves. And it is plain beyond diſ- 
pute, both from the Writings and Practices of the old 
Nonconformiſts ( f\), that they judg.d the Church of Eng- 
land a true and ſound part of the viſible Church, and that 
Lay-Communion was not only lawful but neceffar We 
have always profeſs'd, (ſay they) and that in thoſe times 
when the Churches of England were the moſt, either ac- 
tually over-ſpread with Defilements, or in the greateſt 
Danger thereof, &c. that we both did and would hold 
Communion with them, as the Church of Chriſt. A 
Multitude of Paſſages to this purpoſe may be quoted from 
their Writings. 

Dr. Owen ſays, © That many Errors in Doctrine, Diſ- 
© orders in ſacred Adminiſtrations, irregular walking in 
* Converſation, with Neglect and Abuſe of Diſcipline in 
© Rulers, may fall out in ſome Churches, and yet not e- 
© vacuate their Church-State, or give ſufficient warrant to 
& leave their Communion, and ſeparate from them (g). Mr, 
Cotton ſays, © Unleſs you find in the Church Blaſphemy, 
© or Idolatry, or Perſecution, (i. e. ſuch as forces them 
to leave Communion) there is no () juſt Ground of 
„Separation. And we may fairly infer, from the Opi- 
nion of thoſe two great Men, that Separation from the 
Church of England is unneceſſary. 

I'll now proceed to enquire what Things * the 
Judgment of the Learned Mr. Hales ) will juſtifle Se- 
paration. 1 chuſe to mention the Opinion of that Au- 


(e) Treatiſe of Schiſm, p. 195. 11 Apologet. nar. p. 6, Ames Pu- 

ritaniſmus J. 

Y The old Nonconformifts, in their confutation of the Browniſts 

begun thur, That the Church of England is 4 true Church of Chriſt, 

and ſuch an one, as from which whoſoever wittingly and willingly 

ſeparateth himſelf, cutteth himſelf off from Chriſt, See @a grave and 

ſober Coufutation, p. 1, &c. 

Evangelical Sore, p, 76. 

b) Expeſ. on 1 Epiſt. of St. John, p. 156 th 
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thor in this Caſe, becauſe he is frequently called in by 
your Friends to clear em from the guilt of Schiſm. | 

But I muſt firſt entreat you not ro confound Miniſterial 
and Lay Conformity, There are many things required 
of Miniſters, as Oaths Subſcriptions, &c. which are not 
required of Lay men, and for this reaſon many of the 
Nonconformiſts did Conform to the Church of England 
as Lay-men (by which they juſtified Lay-Conformity, 
and conſequently condemn Lay-Separation) tho' they 
could not conform as Miniſters. So that they were of 
the ſame Mind with the abovenam'd Author, viz, © That 
© Separation is only then neceſſary, when nothing will 
& fave us from the Guilt of Sin but open Separation (i): 
Or, in other Words, Separation is only neceſſary, 
when we cannot continue in the Church without Sin: 
Aud to make Separation Schiſmatical, or to make a com- 

lete Schiſm, there muſt be theſe two things; ſays the 
ame Author. © Firſt, the Choice of a Biſhop, in oppoſi- 
tion to the former. Secondly, the Erecting of a new 
« Church or Oratory, for the dividing Party to meet in 
= —— as in the late famous Controverſie in Hol- 
& land, de Prædeſtinatione. As long as the dilagreeing 
« Parties went no farther than Diſputes, the Schiſm was 
„ unhatch'd; but as ſoon as one Parry {wept an old 
„ Cloyſter, and by a pretty Art ſuddenly made it a 
« Church (by putting a new Pulpit in it) for the ſepara- 
* ting Party to meet in, what betore was a Controver- 
« fie, became a formal Schiſm (. The ſame Author at- 
firms, that the Donatifts were Schiſmaticks; and one of 
the chief Reaſons for their Separation was an Opinion, 
that where Good and Bad met together for divine 
Worſhip, Pollution evaporating (as it were) from Sinners, 
unhallowed all the Devotions of the Righteous (H). Doubt- 
leſs they that ran into that Schiſm, pleaded Conſcience 
for their doing ſo, (as much as our modern Separatiſts) 
and were ſome of em afraid of being Partakers in other 
Mens Sins; yet Mr. Hales affirms, that they were 
compleat Schiſmaticks. From hence it's plain, that that 
learned Author declares Separation from a particular 
Church to be a Schiſm, without naming any thing of 
Uncharitablenels (which, a late Author ſays, is the diſ- 
criminating Badge of Schiſmaticks) he took it for grant- 
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WT Treatiſe of Schiſm, p. 195. (&) Ibid. p. 196, IE 
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ed, that when there was an open Separation, that follow- 
ed of Courſe. And after all the Pretences to Charity 
and Moderation amongſt our preſent Diſſenters, there 
are few Inſtances of it to be met withal, unleſs reviling 
the Clergy, ridiculing the Service, railing at the Con- 
ſtitution, &c. may be reckoned Inſtances of Charity 
and good Nature, 

Your fine ſpun notion, that the Church of England as 
National, is not pretended to be of divine Right, and 
therefore that Separation from a National Church, which 
the New Teſtament knows not, cannot be the Schiſm 
that the Scripture warns us againſt, is ſuch a piece of 
Reaſoning as can hardly be parallel'd. F 

If there could Ve a Schiſm in the Church of Corinth 
which S to your miſtaken Notion) was a par- 
ticular Church, pray what ſhould hinder that there can- 
not be the like Schilm in St. Dunſtan's Church in London, 
which is a part of the National Church; or in any other 
Pariſh Church in the Kingdom? But not to inſiſt upon 
ſuch trifles. 

The Catholick Church is made up of ſeveral Societies of 
Chriſtians in the ſeveral parts of the World. Therefore, 

In order to a Chriſtian's being united to the Catholicł 
Church, it is abſolutely neceſſary that he join himſelf to 
one particular Church, that is a part of the whole : Which 
the Church of England is acknowledg'd to be; or if 
you like it better, which the ſeveral Pariſh Churches in 
England are parts of. : 

W hoſoever then cuts himfelf off from one of thoſe par- 
ticular Churches, (which is a true and found part of the Ca- 
tholick Church) does as effectually cut off himſelf from 
the whole Body, as he that cuts off a Finger, cuts its off from 
his py tho' it is immediately ſeparated from the hand. 

You ſay that the Diſſent ers have been often charg'd 
with Schiſm, and have ſo frequently and effectually diſ- 
charg'd themſelves of it, that the word does not ap- 
pear half fo terrible as it did formerly, People being, 
grown wiſer than to be ſcared with Sounds. 

That the Diſſenters have frequently attempted to clear 
themſelves from the charge, is plain enough 3 and alſo 
that they have ſuch Notions of Schiſin as were never heard 
of till very lately, is too notorious to be denied: But that 
they have proved the Charge to be falſe, is not ſo evident, 

nor can I believe that that is done, till Dr. Bennet's charge 
of Schiſm is fairly anſwer d. Whether the World isgrown 


wiſer 
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wiſer than to be ſcared with Sounds, or rather whether 
they have not continued ſo long in the guilt of Schiſm, 
as to become inſenſible of the hemious malignity of it; 
requires no great reach of Judgment to determine. If 
Men are taught to call good evil, and evil good, to put 
light for darkneſs, and darkneſs for light, & c. No wonder 
that they undertake to defend ſuch falſe Notions as they 
have been taught are true, and by degrees become inſen- 
ible of the evil of Schiſm. 

| will Conclude this Head with the Excellent Advice 
of Mr. Baxter to ſeparating Brethren. Be the backwardeſt 
to divide and ſeparate, and do it not without a certain 
warrant and extreme Neceſſity. Reſolve with St. Auftin, 
I will not be the Chaff, and yet I will not go out of the 
Floor, tho' the Chaff be there. Forſake not the Church 
that you deſire to Reform. (a) Do not meet together 
in oppoſition to the publick Meeting, nor yet to make a 
groundleſs Schiſm, or to ſeparate from the Church where. 
of you are Members, nor to deſtroy the old, that you 
may gather a New Church out of its Ruines. (C) I be- 
ſeech you Brethren, mark them which cauſe Divifions and 
Offences, contrary to the Doctrine which you have learned, 
and avoid them, Rom. 16, I7, 18. 

Dif. Is it not very hard, that we muſt be charg'd with 
the Sin of Schiſm for not conforming to the uſes and 
cuſtoms of the Church of England, which are in their 


own Nature Indifferent? Eſpecially if you conſider that 


St. Paul exhorts us to ſtand faſt in the Liberty wheremith 
Chrift hath made us free. 

Ch. Thoſe things which you mention, that are in their 
own Nature Jndifferent, may be compriſed under thoſe 
general Rules relating to Decency, Order, and Ediſica- 
tion, And fince we have no particular Account, what 
theſe things are which tend to promote thoſe Ends, we 
have reaſon think, that a Power is left in the Hands of 

roper Officers, which they are to exert, in appointin 
uch Rules as they in their Judyments think are mo 
proper to promote Decency, Order, and Edification. Mr. 
Baxter ſays that certain things called Ceremonies may 
lawfully be uſed in the Church, upon humane Impoſition; 
and when it is not againſt the Law of God, no Perſons 
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(a) Cure of Church Diviſions, p. 80. 
(c) Saints Reſt, p. 518. 
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ſhould diſobey the Commands of their lawful Go- 
vernors, (a). 

That the Modes and Circumſtances of Divine Worſhip 
are to be determined by humane Authority, is what 1 
could never fee diſproved. Under the Law the Conſti- 
tution was very exact, the Rites and Orders of it very 
particular, and the Obſer vation of 'em punctually required; 
yet they added a great many Ceremonies to thole which 
Moſes commanded them, and alter'd others upon pru- 
dential Conſiderations. They had in their Paſchal Sup* 
per a thick Sawce of Dates, Almonds, and Figs (as a learned 
Writer Affirms) and yet our Saviour obſerv'd the Paſchal 
Supper with this ſame Addition: (b) The poſture of ſtand- 
ing at the Paſſover with Staves in their Hands, and Shoes 
on their Feet, was of Divine Inſtitution ; yet for a Con- 
ſiderable time before our Saviour's coming, (without any 
Divine Authority) they receded from it, and did eat 
it in the Poſture of diſcumbency, which was ſo far from 
being condemn'd by our Saviour, that he conformed to 
their Practice. Other Inſtances of this may be met with 
in the New Teſtament (i. e.) of Ritual matters, which 
by the Authority of the Church are entirely laid aſide, 
viz, The uſe of Deaconeſſes in the Church, (c) the Love- 


Feaſts before the Encharift, the dipping of Perſons at 


Baptiſm, to which (d) St. Paul gives a Myſtical Significa- 
tion in two places, the waſhing of one anothers Feet,which 
ſeems to be expreſsly commanded by our Saviour: (e) 
1 then the Authority of the Church be ſo ſtrong as to 
ay aſide Uſages that are of Divine and Apoſtolical In- 
ſtitution, I cannot ſee why any Perſons ſhould be offended 
at that Article, which lays (F) that the Church has 4 
Power to decree Rites and Ceremonies, &c. Far certain- 
ly a greater degree'of Authority is neceſſary to take 
away a Practice that has the Face of a plain Command- 
ment in Scripture e.ijoining it, than for adding ſuch 
Rites as are recommended by new Emergencies. And the 
doing of this is fo far from depriving us of cur Chrift:an 
Liberty, that it is rather the Exerciſe of a main part of it, 
becaule we are not tied up ſo ſtrictly by a Law of Com- 
mandments, as the Jews were. 


(2) Chriſtian DireBory n. 398. (6) Late Lord Riſbop of Sarum” s 
fourth diſcourſe to his Clerzy, p. 86. Ibid. p. $87. (c) 6 Rom. 
„ 4 5. (e) Col. 11. (e) 13 John 14, i5. (Cf) Arti- 
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The Liberty that St. Paul bids Chriſtians to ſtand 
faſt in, is (as a learned Writer (a) ſays) no other than 
the Liberty which Mankind naturally had before it was 
« reſtrained by particular Inſtitution, and which is cal- 
« led Chriſtian Liberty, in oppoſition to the Jews, who 
© had it not under their Law, but were reſtrained from 
© the practice and uſe of things, otherwiſe and in 
& themſelves lawfull, by ſevere Prohibitions; and there- 
*© fore when the Apoſtle doth exhort em to tand 
« faft in it, it was, as the ſcope of the Epiſtle doth ſhew, 
4 to warn 'em againſt returning to that Jewiſß State, 
cc and againſt thoſe who held it neceſſary for both Few 
ce and Gentile, ſtill to obſerve all the Rites and Orders of 
it. Now if the Uſages of a Church were of the ſame 
kind, or had the ſame tendency, or were alike neceſſa- 
rily impoſed, as thoſe of the Moſaical Law, then Chriſti- 
ans would be concerned in the Apoſtle's Exhortation ; 
but where theſe Reaſons are not, our Liberty is not at all 
prejudiced by compliance with them. For the Liberty of 
a Chriſtian to an indifferent thing, conſiſts in his being per- 
ſwaded in his Judgment of the Indifferency of it; ſo that it 
is the determination of the Judgmeat in the Opinion of the 
thing, not in the uſe of it, that takes away ChriſtianLiberty. 

Mr. Baxter ſays we are bound to obey both Magiſtrates 
and Paſtors in all things lawful, which belong to their 
Offices to command. He owns that it belongs to them 
to command the Modes and Circumſtances of worſhip 
and ſays that the Duty of obeying being certain, and 
the ſinfulneſs of the thing commanded only ſuſpected, 
and uncertain, we muſt go on the ſurer fide (b) that is, 
Obey them- that have the Rule over us, and ſubmit our 
ſelves to them. 

Diſſ. If you have ſaid what you deſign in Anſwer to 
my laſt Obje&ion, I am willing to proceed to thoſe 
things that I have a diſlike to in the Church of England 
and I intreat you to let me know how you reconciled 
your ſelf to ſuch Uſages as are in that Communion. 
„But firſt of all I muſt tell you, that I find it more 
& for my Soul's Advantage to join with the Diſſenters, 
% than with the Church of England. Believe me Sir, ir 
« is my (c) everlaſting Intereſt that I am conſulting, this 
„] am ſure is more furthered and promoted by the 
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(a) Caſe of Indifferent things ſtated, p. 47. ( 5 Five diſpu- 
tatious, &c. p. 483. (a) Lay-Non-Gonformity Juſt. fed. * 15. 
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« way of Worſhip I have made choice of. So that I 
& act contrary to my beſt light, and I think offend 
* God, as well as wrong my own Soul, if I did not 
< ſerve him (ſtatedly I mean) in the way 1 now do. 

h. If What you have here ſaid is any thing at all to 
the Purpoſe, it muſt amount to this, that every Man is 
at Liberty to break the Communion of the Church, when 
be imagines that he ſhall be more Edify'd by going to ſepa- 
rate Aſſemblies. 5 | 

I have in part conſidered this already, when I an- 
Fwered your Argument (in the former part of our Dif- 
courſe) by which you endeavoured to prove, that eve 
Man is at Liberty to chooſe what Miniſter he'll hear. 
then told you that it would be im poſſible to maintain 
Unity andPeace, if all Men demand this right : And Chriſti- 
an Societies =y (by being divided and ſubdivided) be 
crumbled into Individuals. Men will be all their Lives 
long feeking after better Ediſication, ever Learning, and 
never coming to the Knowledge of the Truth. 

I hope you'll excuſe me, if I tell you there is nothing 
at all in your pretence of better Edification ; for there is no 
better Ediſication to be had any where than in the Church 
of England, by which I defire you to underſtand thus 
much, that no ſeparate Aſſemblies can furniſh you with 
better Aſſiſtances, to make real Improvement in your 
Spiritual Condition. The Articles of Religion are not 
more clearly proved, or more properly applied. The 


Rules for Holy Living are not more exactly laid down, or 


better enforced, the Prayers are not better compoſed, 
or ſent up to God with more fervency; all the parts 
of Devotion are not better adapted to make a Man a 
ood Chriſtian. As for our Sermons, there were never 
etrer Sermons preach'd fince the Apoſtles days, than have 
been preach'd by ſome of the Biſhops and Clergy in 
the Church of England. (a) And in thoſe Pariſhes where 
Men are not furniſhed with the beſt Preachers, they 
bave in our excellent Service, all means Neceffary to 
Salvation. Whatever is (as one ſays) Fundamental for 
vs to know of the Nature of God, may be met with there, 
W hatever we ought: to believe of the Nature of Chriſt, 
or his Offices, the deſigns of his coming upon Earth, the 
Conſtitution of his Reign and Government, the Rewards 
and Pumſhments of his Laws, Cc. We have in the 
Holy Scriptures which are conſtantly Read. We have 


of — — W — 


© {#) Ly--Non- Conformity Juſtified. p. i8. 


em 


( 


( 


The Lay-Man's Przxs, Gf: 39 
em alſo wiſely Summ ed up in our Creeds, nothing that 
is nice and Obſcure, fit only for diſpute and wrangling is 
ad mitted into our Service, nothing but what tends to 
promote a Holy life, the End of all Religion. 

I am very much afraid that a great many. well mean- 
ing Perſons, take nice and ſpeculative Notions, for very 
edifying Truths; and are better pleaſed with a taking 
Tone and Voice, than with ſolid Evidence of Truth. } 
remember about Nine or Ten Years ago, I was at a 
Weekday Lecture; and heard a Sermon that was far 
from being one of the beſt that I ever heard in a Meeting- 
houſe : Vet it was very much Admired, eſpecially for this 

articular thing. The Preacher happened to quote that 

ext, It is eaſier for a Camel to go thro' the Eye of 4 Nee 
ale, than for a rich Man to enter into the Kingdom of Hea- 
ven. He here made a Digreſſion, and told the Auditory 
that the word zzuma@- might properly be Tranſlated a 
Cable Rope, and this, lays he, by being Untwiſted, may go 
thro' the Eye of a Needle (a good ingenious Conjecture, 
had there been any thing in it, bur it was only founded 
on a Miſtake in Phavorinus.) You cannot imagine how 
this new Ex poſition pleaſed their Fancies, and got the Per- 
ſon the Reputation of a muſt Edifying Preacher. To con- 
vince Strangers that he was fo, this paſſage in his Sermon 
was frequently mentioned. 

It is alſo too Notorious to be denied, that a great many 
of our Difſenters in England, have left the Church only 
on the account of ſome diſpute they have had with the 
Miniſter of their Pariſh, about Rights and Dues, and then 
conplain they did not Ediſie by his Preaching. I could 
mention ſome ſuch Inftances, if it was proper, but one of 
your own Teachers, in a. Sermon Preach'd at Taunton, 
owns that this is often the Caſe. And how many Inſtan- 
ces may be given, of Perſons who would not Conform to 
the Church of England ? 2 when a late Act was made 
to prevent the Growth of Schiſm; rather than loſe any 
Temporal Advantages, they made a ſliiſt to ſhake of all 
their Scruples of Conſcience, all the pretences of better 
Ediſication; and Confor med at once, rather than lole 
ne of their Advantages that belong'd to their Stations. 

entreat you to conſider ſeriouſly, whether we have 
not in the Church all means neceſſary to Salvation ? 
Whether Chri# doth not hold Communion with our 
Church? If you deny this, you are Uncharitable to the 
laſt degree, and therefore guilty of Schiſin by your own 
Confeſſion: But if God hold Communion with a Church 


by 
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by his own Ordinances, Grace, and Spirit; it would be 
unnatural (ſays Mr, Brightman ) and peeviſh in a Child, to 
oo his Mother, while his 'Father owns her for his 
Wife. 

A ſound Faith, and an holy Converſation, are things 
that are rightly Taught in our Church. And we are 
ſure that ſhe Commands nothing that renders her Com- 
munion Sinful; therefore Separation from her, muſt be 
Unlawful. Iwill conclude this Head, with the patheti- 
cal Advice of the Presbyterians in England, to their ſepa- 
rating Brethren. © if we be a Church of Chriſt, and 
„ Chrift hold Communion with us, why do you ſeparate 
© from us? If we be the Body of Chrift, do not they that 
4 ſeparate from the Body, ſeparate from the Head alſo ? 
Me are loath to ſay any thing that may offend you, yet 
© we intreat you to conſider, that if the Apoſtle calls 
© thoſe Diviſions of the Church of Corinth. (a) (wherein 
% Chriftians did not ſeparate into divers formed Congregati- 
* ons in the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper) Schiſms, may 
4“ not your Seceſſion from us, — and ſetting up of Con- 
« gregations of another Communion, be more properly 
© call'd Schiſms ? (b) 

This by the way is a quite different Notion of Schiſm 
from yours, as ſtated in another rt of this Conference, 
and overthrows the Notion of Schiſm, as conſiſting only 
in Uncharitableneſs. 

When they mention in the ſame Book, the cauſes that 
make a ſeparation Lawful, they don't allow the pretence 
of better Ediſication to be a ſufficient reaſon for it. They 
ſay firſt, © M hen they that ſeparate are grievouſly, and in- 
„ tolerably Perſecuted. Secondly, When the Church they 
© ſeparate from, is Heretical, Thirdly, When it ts Ido- 
« latrous. Fourthly, When it is the ſeat of Antichriſt ;, 
© then is ſeparation Lawful. Now we are fully aſſured, 
te that none of theſe four Cauſes can be juſtly charged 
< upon our Congregations; therefore you muſt not be 
< diſpleaſed with us, but with 2 ſelves, if we blame 
© you as guilty of poſitive Schiſm. (c) If this was 
thought good Doctrine by the chiefeſt of the Presbyteri- 
ans in the Year 1649, I know not why it ſhould not be 
thought ſo ſtill. 

might add to what I have ſaid, an account of the 
many Diviſions, Schiſms, Hereſies, &c. that in the laſt 
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Age, were introduced by Peoj cha ſuch a Liberty 
as you —_ now, dix. 0 reſioing rom one Society 
to Another, for the ſake of better Ediſicatibnn. 
M laying you think, it_beft to worſhip Gpd 
( Rarealy”) in the 7 557 do now, I ſuppoſe you mean, 
that vou can upon Occaſion',go' to Church. To which 
Vit only ay. that if concurrence in our Worſhip be Law- 
ful, and to be done àt any time, it muſt be a Duty which 
ſhould be done at alł times; for nothing bur Sinful Terms 
of Commuiiion can make Separation Lawful; and if you 
are ſatisfied that the Terms bf Communion are Sinful, 
then they are never td be tomplied witn. 
Diff: s After all that your have ſaid, a great many of 
© our Minifters are not only berter Chriſtians, but bet- 
© ter Scholars than many of your Parſons, tho' they ne- 
ver rub'd their Elbows againſt 4 College- all, and han't 
„ ſo much as an A. M. to furniſh out a Title Page, or 
to giye em a Reputation in the World, © 
- Church, Any Man that's unprejudiced muſt own, that 
N )'the Clergy of England are Perſons. 
of as good Lives and Converſation! as any of your Teach- 
ers. As, för the Learning of both Parties, let any Man 
that's a 1 Judge determine that Does by 
reading the Books that are Extant, and he'lt find that 
8 for Numbers) there are yaſtly more Learned 
reatiſes wrote by Church- men, than have been wrote 
by Diſſepters, and much better ermons. 
I did not imagine, ,that a Man of your Moderation 
and Charity, would ipeak ſo Contemptibly' of our Uni- 
verſities, thoſe famous Nurſeries of good Learning and 
fund Educationg which deſerve to be Honoured for furs 
niſhing us with” noble Patriots, and a learned -Clergy 2 
A Clergy that have vindicated the Reformation; ſup- 
ported the Proteſtant Religion, and to wheſe Eearning 
and faithful Diligence (in the Reign of King James 
the Second, When Popery was coming in upon us like 
an overflowing flood) we owe our preſent happy Eſta- 
bliſhment, and conſequently to them you owe the Ac 
of ludalge dee „ e. 1 
Lam ſurpriſed to find you pick up a ſcrap of Mr. 
Biſſet's Wit, to banter a Maſter of Arts Degree, when 
fome of your Teachers have been at the pains of a 
long Journey into Scotland, to get a Feather to put in their 
Caps; and others have taken a Degree there by Proxy, 
tho' the Majority furniſh _ their Titte Pages -with 
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V. D. Al. inſtead of the old Cant, Miniſter of the Co- 
ſpel. But pray Sir, what is it that you diſlike in 


our Clergy ? for you ſeem to have no very good Opi- 


nion of em. e e 
Dif. It has been obſerved that many of your Countrey 
Parſons, are not diſtin and clear in their Method, their 
Diſcourſes being more like Declamations than Sermons. 
Their Subjects don't always ſeem to be ſo well choſen. 
Jeſus Chriſt and the Method of Salvation by a Redeemer, 
the great Doctrine of Regeneration, the Nature, Condi- 
tions, and Benefits of the Covenant of Grace, &c. being 
very ſeldom . inſiſted on, which is complained of by a 
worthy Doctor of your own, in an Excellent Treatiſe. 
And in my Opinion they don't ſhew that concern 
© and earneſtneſs in their Diſcourſes, that the great Bu- 
« ſineſs of ſaving Souls calls for. | Vin 
Their Sermons are full of bitter Invectives againſt ſach 
as diſſent from them, which is very unbecoming . 
and does much miſchief amongſt their Hearers. But i 
© their Sermons were compoſed with never ſo much Judg- 
ment, (a) and delivered with never ſo much ſeeming 
„ Warmth and Aſſection, yet when the Preacher's Con- 
4 yerſation is a Contradiction to his Doctrine; a Dif- 
« courſe from ſuch a Man's Mouth has not ſo good an In- 
* fluence as elſe might be expected. That this is too fre- 
* quently the Caſe, I am very unwilling to inſinuate; 
but whether I mention it or no, it is too notorious to 
& eſcape the World's Obſervation - For this Reaſon I 
forſook the Church, and can you blame me for it? 
Ch. Your long Harangue againſt the Countrey Clergy, 
is no Juſtification of your aconformity, if every thing 
u have ſaid was true; for unleſs the Miniſter of your 
Pariſh is juſtly chargeable with every thing you have 
ſaid, it can by no means affect your particular Cale. And 
if he was, that would by no means juſtifie your Sepa- 
ration, unleſs you will affirm, that the Efficacy of his 
Miniſtrations depends on his perſonal 2 
It has been the conſtant Practice of your Teachers, by 
falſe and baſe Inſinuations, to bring the Clergy into dil- 
repute; on purpole to promote the Intereſts of their Sepa- 
rate . hat the Sermons of the Countrey Clergy 
are Methodical, is very plain from the many that are 
in Print, which have been preach'd in Countrey Con- 
gregations, I know no way that you have to judge of 
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the reſt, but by thoſe that come abroad, for you ſeldom or 
never hear any of 'em. They don't ſhred a Subject into 
—— and Subdiviſions, as ſome of their Neighbours 

o. 1 FR | 
I could never find but that the Subjects they preach 
* — are choſen with good Judgment, and in all reſpects 
adapted to Anſwer the Ends of preaching. They ſeldom 
preach * ſuch moving Subjects out of the Canticles, 
as your Teachers often make choice of, ſuch as, King Solo- 
mon made himſelf a Chariot of the Wood of Lebanon. (a) He 
made the pillars thereof of Silver, the bottom theredf of 
Gold, the covering of it of Purple; the midſt thereof being 
paved with Love for the Daughters of Jeruſalem, Yet 
they Endeavour to acquaint their Pariſhioners, with all 
the Fundamental Principles of Religion, and with pro- 
per Arguments, excite their Congregations to the Practice 
of all thoſe Vertues that the Chriſtian Religion enjoyns; 
for E of this, I refer you to the Diſcourles of ſeveral 
of the Countrey Clergy now in Print, I don't think its 
worth any Man's while, to take any notice of that Scandal 
thrown upon the Clergy, by a late old Peeviſh Doctor, 
in a Book call'd the Preacher, Any one that has read the 
Book, may quickly fee what ſtreſs the Doctor lays upon the 
preaching up ſome particular Doctrine, and how little they 
would tend to the Ediſying of a plain honeſt Countrgy Au- 
ditory, ſuch as Reprobation, Election, &c. 15 
I doubt not, but our Countrey Clergy, are Honeſt 
and Sincere in all their Miniſtrations, and are heartily 
deſirous to promote Chriſtianity amongſt thoſe whom the 
Divine Providence has committed to their Charge. If 
you judge of their earneſtneſs and concern, by a vehe- 
ment eager way of Expreſſion, by diſtorted Countenances, | 
and whining Notes, your Teachers generally out-do our 
Clergy, in this kind of Oratory. | ; 
am very well aſſured, that I have heard more bitter 
Reflections upon the Clergy of the Church of England, 
from your Teachers, than I ever heard or Read in any 
Sermons preach'd in the Church, upon Difſenters. Bur 
here lies the Misfortune; This in your Teachers, is zeal 
for the cauſe: of God ; but a modeſt Vindication of the 
Conſtitution of our Church, is in our Clergy, Railing, 
Backbiting, Cc. That this is very often the Caſe, Mr. 
Standen one of your Teachers Ingenuouſly owns. In ſhort 
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if J was only to be governed by that popular Argument; 
of 2g where t efe was the belt Preaching, f coul 
not Wrong my Judgment ſo far, as to go to your Meet; 
am very ſorry, that after the Declarations you have 

made, chat ab have no prejudice againſt the Church of 
England, (b) or any of its Members, that Uncharita- 
bleneſs is What you cannqt charge your ſelf with, and 
call'd God for your witneſs: 88 give me ſuch juſt Rea. 
ſon to affirm, that you, have both Prejudice and uncha- 
ritableneſs againſt the Church and her Members. What 
elſe could make you after ſuch an Duchriſtian nanner, 
Infinuate that rhe Countrey Clergy are Men of Immo: 
ral Converſations, and then gravely Wipe your Mouth, 
and pretend you would not ſay this, iff what you Inſ- 
nuate was not too Notorious t6 eſcape the World's Obſer- 
vation. If this is the Charity that you have learnt from 
your Teachers, though they ſpoke 'with * ues of An- 

els (were betterPreachetsthan any in the wholeChriſti- 
an World beſides, ) I am taught by the Apeſtle to look 
upon em, but as Sounding Braſs 2 ymbals, 1 Cor. 
13. I. you cannot juſtly | Offended with me, if what 1 
have ſaid found Harſh and Severe; The contempt I ſee 
caſt upon Men of worth, does a little (a) move me, and 
1 cannot help it. I deſire you to proceed to your other 
Objections. Hoi; AK 5 

Dif. 1 don't like the Forms of Prayer in the Church 

of England. It is to me much more agreeable, for the 
Miniſter to Offer up the Prayers of the Congregation, 
in ſuch Words as he thinks moſt proper, and by this 
means he can ſuit himſelf to the Neceſſities of the Peo- 

le. eb BY | 
F Church. Don't you think that a Form of ſound Words, 
is vaſtly preferable to the Extempore Effuſions of your 
Teachers? | | 3 
Diſſ. The Method of Prayer amongſt our Miniſters 
& is uſually Studied, at leaſt in the firſt Year of their 
& Miniſtry, (þ) 'till long practice has furniſhed them 
« upon all occaſions. And their Prayers are not, as ma- 
« ny imagine, Extempore Effuſions. | 

Church. If the Method of Prayer is Studied, then what 
was commonly called the Gift of Prayer, and Praying by the 
Spirit, is at laſt confels'd to be an Art, as much as Rea- 
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before they appear in Bok, yet they are not tied up xo 


ne invariable Form 10 8 our. Clergy are: But 
bo) 1e IC, \ AY, of ary can [ it himfelf 
e 10 of thy People he belongs to. (6) 


a8 our ant, and Mercies are not every 
ay; the me: 1 our be Petitians, and Thank 
«fo nge, (hould vary as t There are alſo ſome 


1 cies W ny are, l f. Prayer may not 
ine Wark nd Laſtly, I find that the hearing the 


© ſaipe t to, lamp my Devotion ; var 

«cl 1 rae ful, ph a to keep up. enn, and 4 F od 
it ſo in Prayer, For theſe: Reaſons 1 chooſe to Joyn 

« with the Diſſenters in Praying, c. 

Church. What you mention, of a Alter s being, able 
Jy your, wey of. Praying, to ſuit himſelf to, Ages, 

ſtances, of of th e People, he e to, Ar The 
moſt 75 gent Perſon amongſt your Niners 1 4 not 
know the, Circumſtances. of = tenth; part of the 
grega tion. that meet together for Divine Worſhip in 
„ 4; So that he can only ſuit his Prayers to their 
Circumſtancęs, conſidered as a Society. 

Now the common Caſes, and Neceſlities of Chriſtians; 
are for the main always the ſame; and therefore may 
much more my be comprehended-in a well-prepared 
Form of Prayer, than in what you call conceiv'd Pray» 
er; for Publick Prayers bogs not to deſcend to. partir 
cular Caſes ang Neceſlities, becauſe they are the Pray- 
ers of the whole Congregation, . and therefore ought to 
comprehend no more than what is more or leſs every 
Man's Caſe and Neceſſity; they ought to confeſs Sin in 
no other 8 Inſtances of Aggravations, than ſuch 
as are juſtly chargeable upon a Congregation of Chri- 
ſtians; nor to petition, or return thanks. for any other 
Mercies, but what a Chiſtian Congregation may be 
ſuppos d either to ſtand in need of, or to have receiv'd; 
Becauſe the Confeffion, Petition, and Thankſgiving, are 
made in the Name of the whole Congregation, and 


—_—— 


— — 


| 00 Lay New-Conformity Juſtified, p. 21, 22 


Irons. Wea 1 
* 


therefore 


as The Lay-Man's PI EAS, Ge. 
therefore ought to compriſe nothing in em, but what 
is the com mon caſe of all, and what ev'ry one may truly 
and fincerely- joyn with. Thoſe things which are pro- 
perly the ſubje& Matter of Conſeſſion in a Congregation, 

re and will be always the ſame, which are excellently 
eompriſed in the General Confeſſion in our Service, 
The Mercies we are to Petition for in Pablick-prayer, 
are ſuch as all Chriſtians have 'a common need of, and 
sought to be concern'd for. Such as the forgiveneſs of 
our Sins, the Peace of our Conſciences, the Aifiſtance of 

ivine Grace, to deliver us from the power of Sin and 
Satan, and to make us meet to be partakers of Eternal 
Happineſs, &c. Now fince our Publick Service is ſuited 
to all the common Neceſſities of Chriſtians, fo that there 
is no Sin but we are taught to pray to be delivered 
from, nor any Bleſſing but what we are taught to ask; 
why ſhould any Perſon forſake the Communion of the 
Church, on the Account of our Prayers. 

As for the Emergent Caſes which our ſtated Forms 
of Prayer do not reach, this is no Reaſon at all why the 
Common-Prayer ſhould be entirely rejected. It ought to 
be uſed fo far as it comprehends the Common Caſes and 
Neceſlities of the People, and if a Congregation receive 
any eminent Bleſſing, fuch as Deliverance from any 
Danger; the Minifter may in his Prayer in the Pulpit 
{which our Charch allows) return thanks for ſuch Mer- 
Cy. If it is a Natural Bleſſing that calls for our Thank- 
fulneſs, ſuch as the Vanquiſhing of a common Enemy, 
we have care taken to provide Forms for ſuch Extraordi- 
nary Occafions, and if a Miniſter has a mind to Offer 
up Praiſes to God in the Congregation, he is permitted 
to do it the firſt 1 7 45 e Bs 

Laſtly, You ſay that the hearing of the ſame Words 
conſtantly, damps your Devotion ; whereas Variety is 

atefnl, and tends to keep up Attention. You wou'd 

well to confider, what it is that this Variety of Ex- 
preſſion doth keep your Mind 1 pk It cannot be up- 
on the Matter of Prayer, for as I obſery'd before, that 
either is, or ought to be generally the ſame ; becauſe the 
common Neceſſities of Chriſtians are fo. If it was the 
Matter of Prayer, that would be as carefully attended to, 
if it was always the ſame, as well as when dreſs'd in 
New and Varied Expreſſions. It is only the Phraſe then 
that can engage your Attention, and what is there in 
this, but only an Agreeable Surprize and Amuſement of 
des 8 Jour 


— — — — — —— — RO 


4 


The LAT-MAN s PTEAS Oc 47 


your Fancy, which inſtead of fixing, muſt certainly un- 
x the Mind from the Internal Acts of Prayer, and di- 
vert its Attention from the Devotion, to the Oratory 
of Prayer. And this, if you will impartially conſider 
matters, is ſo far from being an Advantage, that tis 
really a Diſtrattion to their Devotion. The late Learned 
Biſhop of Sarum ſays, © Extemporary Prayers do rather 
c kill than feed true Devotion, ſince they muſt be hears 
ce kened to as Diſcourſes, which is a Diſtraction to him 
te that prays after them; whereas thoſe accuſtomed to 
ce Set Forms, have only the things themſelves that their 
« Devorions relate to, in their View; ſo that they are cer- 
© tainly leſs tempted to Diſtraction, than they muſt be 
« who follow the other way. And the ſame Learned 
Prelate ſays a little after, If Men grow too languid 
ce and flat in them, even this is much more ſupporta-' 
© hle than the groſs Affections, and ſcandalous Indecen- 
ce cies that are ſo common, to ſay no worſe, in the tu; 
« multuary way. (c) —— Speaking of thoſe Rapture 

occaſioned by ſoft and melting Expreſſions, that Pious 
Author ſays, © They ought not to be let in upon Pub- 
ce lick Afſemblies, which being made up of a great vari- 
te ety of Tempers, mult be Entertain'd only with ſuch 
© Devotions that ſuit with all their Conditions, and do 
« equally quadrate to all their Neceſſities; and thus it 
& js not only natural, but neceſſary for all Men who 
c will maintain Order in their Worſhip, and will frame 
ct it in ſo diffusd an Extent, as to take all Equally 
ct within it, that they have Set and Started Forms; and 
« theſe ought to be caſt into the plaineſt and moſt compre- 
te henſible Simplicity poſlible, ſince that is always ſuited 


“ to all Mankind, whereas Men are vaſtly diverſified in 


« cyery thing that is Lively or Fanciful. 
| Iam unwilling to be tedious, or elſe I would offer to 


our Conſideration ſeveral other Reaſons, to prove the 


xcellency of Set Forms of Prayer. | 
Dif. Pray don't miſtake me; I am no ſuch Enemy to 
Forms as you may imagine, I own their Lawfulneſs, and 


in ſome Caſes their Expediency, ay, and Neceffty too; 


and a Scriptural Form of Prayer | can heartily join in, 
but I beg leave to offer a few things on this part of the 
Controverly, viz. 


han bel 1 
(c) Lord Biſbep of Sarum, his Obligation te Church Communidn, 
p. 97,98, | 
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1 have read that in the firſt "Three Hundred Years; 
there Were ho printell Liturgie, dr Impeſed Forms of 
Prn er. but eve ye one that offici te deliver'd himſel 
in Tach Terms as beſt pleas'd him: 88 that Forms ſeem 
to be introduced in a time of Depetiertcy, When Men's 
Devotion Was ors gs dr * e t eres ad gr et 
C. If Forms of Prayer are Lawful, arid may be uſed 
without Sin, Jam ſure you ate much in the wrohg to, 
urge the having of em as a Reaſon to juſtifie your Se- 
paration. You ſay you can heartily join in a Kriptural 
Form of Prayer, by which you inſinuate that ours is not 
ſo; I will take the Liberty to'affirin with a Learned 
Pretate, that our Forms have as fer defects, are as lit- 
tle liable to Objections, and are indeed as perfect, flot 
only as the Forms or Liturgies of any Church that we 
know of, Antient or Modern but are as perſect as we 
can in Reaſon expect any thing that came from Men 
not immediately Inſpired. Dr. Burnet late Lord Biſhop. 

Sarum an nn LESSER ORD Sends Tobey 

In Anſwer IE Aſertion, that in the firſt Three 
Hundred Years (I ſuppoſe you mean after our Saviour's 
time) there were no Printed Liturgies : J have rea 
in a noted Author, that the Jews had a Liturgy in our 
Saviour's time, and that he was ſo far from condemn- 
ing it, that he himſelf preſcrib'd his Diſciples a Form, 
— compoſed it out of theirs, laying together ſo many 
Petitions drawn out of their Prayers, as anſwer'd his 
end in appointing his own. if then our Saviour did 
not condemn the Forms that were extant in his time, 
but rather approved of em, by collecting a ſhort Form 
out of theirs, which he commanded his Diſciples to uſe; 
this plainly proves that there were Forms of Prayer in 
his time. ee N 5 
I readily grant that in the firſt Age, there was 
a Gift of Praying by immediate Inſpiration, by which 
Men were enabled to offer up ſuch Prayers to God, as 
comprehended the Neceſſities of whole Congregations ; 
and this as St. Chryſoftome ſays, was called by the Apo- 
le a Spirit (b), it appearing in thoſe Prayers, that the 
Spirit in him that prayed ſearched all their Hearts, which, 
prov'd that this was the Spirit of God, making Inter- 
ceſſion for the Saints, in the Mouth and Words of the 
— — — — — — — 
| (a) Lay-Nonconformity Juſti fed. p. 22. (0) Chryſoſtom 
in Rom. chap. 8. v. 26. 1 
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Inſpir'd Perſon. And while this Gift continued; (which 
how long it was we are not perfectly certain) per- 
haps there was no other Form of Prayer uled but the 
Lord's. Prayer. I hope you will not affirm that your 
Teachers have the like Gift. You own that in the firſt 
Year of their Miniſtry, the Matter and Order of their 
Prayers is generally Studied, and any. one that is ac- 
quainted with your Semnaries Will tell you, that they 
are as much trained up in that Art, as any Mechanick is 
in his Trade. So that this Ability in Prayer, may be de- 
duced from an Original far ſhort of Inſpiration. It is high. 
ly probable, that upon the Ceaſing, or Abateinent of 
this Spirit of Prayer, it was in moſt places immediately 
ſupplied by Forms of Prayer, which were 2 by 
ſome Eminent Perſons, according to the Method and 
Order of thoſe Inſpired Apoftolical Prayers. And ſince 
you are not able to give me an Account when Forms 
were firſt introduced, but only tell me they were in- 
troduced in a Time of Degeneracy, when Men's Devo- 
tion was Languiſhing ; my Account of the Matter ſeems 
moſt probable, For if this way of Praying had nor 
been introduced till after the firſt Three Hundred Years, 
it wou'd have been a moſt Obtervable Innovation upon 
the Primitive Chriſtianity, ad the Introducers of ſuch 
Forms would, it is very likely, have been Complaincd of, 
and ſeverely Cenſured for doing it. If you reply, that 
there were many Innovations crept into the Church ve- 
ry early, without any Oppoſition I mult deſire you to 
meation one that was of ſuch a publick Nature as this. 

But leaſt this may not be thought a direct, plain, full 
Anſwer to your Objection, I will briefly mention ſome 
Liturgies that appear to be more Antient than the time 
you make mention of. I have read of a Liturgy which 
(tho' greatly corrupted now) was generally thought to be 
compoled by St. James, and was of great Authority in 
the Church of Jeruſalem. St. Cyril wrote a Comment 
upon it, and it is declared by Proclus Archbiſhop of Con- 
ftantinople, and the Sixth General Council, to be Sr. 
Fames's own Compolure (a) z which is a plain Argument 
of the great Antiquity, if not Apaſtolicalneſs of it; tor 
St. Cyril flouriſhed in the Year 350, and wrote this Com- 
ment in his Younger Years (as a Learned Author has 
proved in a little Book wrote in Vindication of Forms of 
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(a) Allat. de Liturg. S. Jacob.-Concil. Trull. c. 32. 
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Prayer) which, conſidering the great Authority that it 
had been of in the Church of Jeruſalem, it muſt upon 
a moderate Computation be wrote before the time you 
mention. 

The Learned Mr. Reeves in his Apologies, particularly 
in his Notes upon the Apology of Fuſtin Martyr, gives 
very ſubſtantial Reaſons to prove, that in Juſtin's time; 
they had Forms of Prayer in the Church. 

It is plain beyond all Controverſy, that in the Earlieſt 
and beſt Ages of the Church, they had Hymns of Praiſe, 
which they conſtantly uſed in their Religious Aſſem- 
blies. Now Praiſes ſeeming to be the Snblimeſt Acts of 
Worſhip, in which the Soul ought to ariſe to its higheſt 
Elevation, it's hardly to be accounted for, why they 
mould uſe Forms of Praiſe and not of Prayer, unleſs 
you'll own that they thought Forms helps to Devotion. 

What ſome of your Brethren urge againſt Forms of 
Prayer, is very little to the purpoſe, That Homilies may 
as well be uſed as ſuch Forms. They do not conſider 
that conceived or free Prayer is as much a Form to the 
' Auditory, as the Reading of a Homily. And if a Miniſter 
is guilty of a ſinful Omiſſion, in not uſing what you call 
the Gift of Prayer, can you believe God will reje& 
your ſincere Devotions, becauſe the Perſon that utters 
the Prayers, is guilty of a ſinful Omiſſion ? If you don't 
think fo, the uſing of a Form of Prayer cannot Juſtifie 
youy Nonconformity. Many Reafons may be given for 

aving preſcribed Forms of Prayer, which will not equal. 
ly prove the Neceſſity of Forms for Preaching. And 
unleſs your Teachers, who ſay, that Miniſters may as 
well be truſted with the making their own Prayers, as 
with the making their Sermons; will be ſo free as to tell 
us, that they take the ſame pains in compoſing Forms of 
Prayer for their Congregations, as they do in compoſe- 
ing Sermons, we have no Reaſon to take any Notice of 
ſuch trifling Objections againſt our Common-Prayer. 

They who ule this as an Argument againſt Forms of 
Prayer, viz. That we have no Command in Scripture for 
the preſcribing a Set Form of Prayer, would do well to 
prove that we have an expreſs Promile, that the Gift of 
Prayer, which the __ had, is to be continued to all 
ſucceeding Ages. It they cannot produce ſuch a full, plain 
Promile, then the want of that Gift mult neceſſarily be 
ſupplied by Stated Forms; if we will be Regular in our 
Devotions. But why do | loſe time in proving that Fry, 


The LAT MAN s PTIEAS, GS. 51 


of Prayer are Expedient and Neceſſary? You have al- 
ready told me, that your Miniſters ſtudy the Method and 
Matter of their Prayers. The diſpute then between you 
and I muſt be upon the Expediency of the Forms of Pray- 
er uſed in the Church of England; and I deſire you to 
tell me Ingenuonſly, what it is that you diſlike in our 
moſt Excellent Liturey ? 
Di. 1 own, I think the Matter of it to be for the 
moſt part Good, and the Prayers ſuch as I can without 
Scruple joyn in. I alſo reckon it an extraordinary Work, 
conſidering at what Time, and in what Circumſtances 
it was Compoſed, (a) But it has been Amended more than 
once already, ſince it was firſt made, and I preſume it 
will be no Crime to ſay, that it is not - yet ſo Compleat 
but it might in many Particulars be altered to ver good 
Advantage. I ſhould for my own part like the Liturgy 
much better if it were drawn up in Scripture Expreſſions. 
If the Confeſſions, Petitions, and hanksgivings, Were more ; 
Particular. If the Multitude of Collects were brought | 
into one or two longer Prayers, read by the Miniſter a- | 
lone, the People only ſaying Amen at the Concluſion. 
Thefe Sir, are things that I diſlike in your Liturgy. (6b) 
Ch; I am glad to find that you are ſo Moderate, as to 
own that the Matter of our Common-Prayer is for the moſt 
part Good, and the Prayers ſuch, as you can without 
Scruple join in. But I am Aſtoniſhed ro find, that after 
ſuch an Ingenuous Confeſſion, you ſhould mention ſuch 
inconſiderable Objections againſt it, to juſtifie your Non- 
, conformity, Let me tell you that in doing thus, vou 
deviate from the Principles and Practice of the Old Aoz- 
conformiſts, Can you without Scruple join in the Pray; 
ers of our Church, and will you for the fake of a few 
ſmall inconſiderable Objections that may be made (which 
may all be eafily Anſwered, ) break the Communion of the 
Church, and deſtroy that Unity, which as a Chriſtian you 
ought to Maintain © | 
Can you fit down, and ſoberly and calmly think up- 
on the Obligations that you are under to promote Unity 
and Peace, Without coming to this Reſolution; That 
the Church which you acknowledge to be a True and 
Sound part of the Catholick Church, and ſuch as you can 
occaſionally join with, in all Acts of Worſhip, ought not 
to be forſaken? and if you cannot join with ſuch a Church 
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as I have juſt mentioned, in all Acts of Worſhip; yet you 
ought to join with her in all ſuch Things as you Law- 
fully may; and not give any other Diſturbance to the 
Peace and Order of it, than what your Forbearance will 
give in thoſe things that you diſlike. But to proceed in 
an Examination of your Obje&ions. © You ſay, you 
« reckon the Engliſh Liturgy an Extraordinary Work, 
& conlideting at what Time, and in what Circumſtances 
& it was Compoſed, | 

It is certainly ſo; and I am very much enclined to be- 
lieve, that if it was to be laid aſide, (which God forbid) 
we ſhould have no ſuch Prayers offered up to God in 
Publick; no, not by the moſt Gifred- Men of your Party, 
as there are in our Excellent Service- Book. And Thou- 
ſands of good © Chriſtians in England, would earneſtly 
and conſtantly Pray for the Reſtoration of it. If I was 
not reſolved againſt ſaying any thing that might Pro- 
voke and Exaiperate you, I would mention ſome Expreſ- 
ſions that I have heard in ſome of your publick Prayers, 
which fall much ſhort of that Spirit of Devotion, that 
is in the Common Prayer, If any Man will lay a- 
fide all Prejudice, and carefully read over a late Excel- 
lent Rook, Entitl:d The Beauty of Holineſs in the Com- 
mon Prayer; I am apt to Imagine, that he will acknow- 
ledge it to be a Form of ſeund Words, and fitted to pro- 
mote Eaification, if ever there was any ſuch thing ſince 
the Apoſtles Days. They that affirm, that if the worthy 
Compilers of it were now Alive, they would alter it, 
oo to be Strangers to it, and Affirm they know nor 
what. | 
Jou Object, that it has been Amended more than 
once already, fince it was firſt Compiled, and you 
think it capable of being altered to very good Advantage. 
The late Learned Biſhop of Sarum ſays, Any ſmall Ob- 
© jections that may be made againſt it, as they do all 
admit of very good Anſwers; ſo can never be put in 
„the Balance with the Peace and Order of the urch; 
and the Fdifcation that the Members of one Body 

nn. 2 * from ſuch pure and Spiritual Devoti- 
TORS Fs 4 0 
The Alterations that have been made, are very incon- 
ſiderable; but what thoſe are which you think may {till 
be made, I cannot determine; only 'tis very likely, that 
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if our Common- Prayer was to be put into yours, and your 
Brethren's Hands, to be Reviſed and Amended, you 
would deal with it once more, as your Fore-fathers did, 
and ( it may be) not ſubſtitute any better Prayers in the 
room of it, than they did then, But waving this, I'll 
recommend to you the Adviſe of Mr. Hilderſham in his 
Lectures, viz. to come to the very beginning of the 
Publick Worſhip, and to prefer it before any of your 
private Duties. So far was that Old Non-Conformift 
from encouraging Separation on the Account of any 
ſeeming Faults or Defects in it. Brightman, Ball, 
Bradſhaw, and ſeveral other Nonconformiſts, wrote 
very ſtrenuouſly againſt Separation on any ſuch Accounts. 
But alas! the good honeſt Notions which they had of 
the Miſchiefs of it, are by a long continuance in the 
Sin, quite worn out of the Minds of our Modern Non- 
conformiſts, and they now boaſt that they are grown 
wiſer than to be ſcar'd with Sounds. 

If the next Age makes as large Advances to Liberts- 
niſm as this has done, it's probable, that it will then be 
admitted as ſound Doctrine, that no Perſons in this King- 
dom can poſſibly be guilty of Schiſim. 

' You ſhould like our Liturgy much better, you ſay, if 
it was drawn up in Scripture Expreſſions. [ am ſure it 
is as Agreeable to the Canon of Holy Scripture, as any 
Prayers that | have heard in any Meeting-houſe in Lon- 
don; nay much more ſo. But unlefs you can prove that 
it containeth ſuch things as are contrary to Holy Scrip- 
ture, your Objection has nothing in it that deſerves an 
Anſwer. Mr. Baxter ſays it is not of ſuch Neceſſity to 
take the Matter and Words out of the Holy Scriptures, 
but that we may joyn in a Liturgy, if the Form of Words 
be not froni Scripture. (a) Eſpecially when the Peace of 
the Church requireth ir. 

' I don't fee of what Advantage it would be to have 
our Confelſtons more particular. Confeſhons of Sin ought 
to be ſuch as a whole Congregation may freely joyn in, 
and 'tis very likely, if thoſe who diſlike our Conf lions 

were employed to compile others, they would be hard 
put to it to compoſe ſuch as were — to a Whole 
Congregation. For they muſt be Obliged (if they will 
compole one that may be uſeful) to have it ſuch as good 
Chriſtians may ſafely joyn in. | 
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Thoſe particular Confeſiont, Petitions, and Thankſgiv- 
ings, Which you want to have in our Liturgy, are not 
operly the Matter of that Publick Service we are dai» 
iy to Offer unto God in Religious Aſſemblies, but of 
| at Private Devotion which is neceſſary to be per- 
orm'd in our Cloſets. And if we humble our ſelves for 
our particular Sins, and earneſtly beg pardon and for- 
iveneſs at the Hands of God in Secret, we ſhall then 
diſpoſed for thoſe General Confiſſons that are in our 
Publick Service, | 

Your Obje&ion againſt the Shortneſs of our Collects, 

ſeems very ill grounded. Mr. Baxter ſays © Thoſe Forms 
of Liturgy which are now moſt diſtaſted, were brought 
de in by the moſt Zealous, Religious People at firſt : 
the many ſhort Invocations, Verſicles, and Reſponſes, 
&© Which the People uſe, were brought in when the 
« Souls of the Faithful did abound with Zeal, and in 
£& Holy Fervours break out in ſuch Expreſſions, and 
4% could not well endure to be bare Auditors, and not 
© vocally to bear their part in the Praiſes of God, and 
« the Prayers of the Church. (a) 
I hope Sir, the Shortneſs of a Prayer is not to be found 
fault with by any underſtanding Chriſtian, ſince this 
would be to dilparage that Farm of Prayer which our 
Lord taught his Diſciples, it being not much longer than 
moſt of our Collects, and not ſo long as ſome of 'em. 
Beſides, the Work of Praying is as much continued all 
the while, in the uſe of our ſhort Collects, as if there 
were but one continued Form, and the frequent ſay ing 
Amen, is ſo Tar from hindring Attention, that it rather 
rends to excite it, But I ſuppoſe you will hardly admit 
that as a good Argument to vindicate the Shortneſs of 
our Collects, that they are upon that Account, the more 
like that Form of Prayer, which Chrift taught his Dilci- 
ples; becauſe many of your Teachers are utterly againſt 
the uſing the Lord's Prayer as a Form. 

Dif. © The Minilter | hear, uſes it, and the Aſſembly 
of Divines recommend it; ſo that our Contemning (b) 
© the Lord's Prayer, which fome dealers in Scandal 
* have fo confidently charg'd us with, is a Netorious 
& Faljiy. 

Ch. lam far from drawing up ſuch a heavy Charge againſt 
you, as that of Contemning the Lord's Prayer, but I may 
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very ſafely affirm, that I never heard it uſed- in one half 
of the Meering-houſes that I have been at in London, and 
you muſt own that the Number of thoſe that ule it, 
compared with thoſe who negle& it (amongſt your 
Teachers) is very inconſiderable. If there was occaſion 
for it, I could tell you who the Perſons are that uſed 
it in Salters-hall, at the Lecture held there every Tueſ- 
day; only this I'll tell you, that the Majority of thoſe 
that Officiated there, did not uſe-it, about nine Years a- 
go. I hope you will not undertake to Vindicate thoſe 
who omit the Lord's Prayer in their Publick Prayers, 
ſince our Saviour has expretly ſaid, When ye Pray, ſay, Our 
Father, &c. (a) 

Dif. Have a little Patience, and I'll tell you my Sentt- 
ments concerning this Prayer, i» which (b) 1 agree with 
moſt Diſſenters I have yet convers'd with, ©'We have 
* no Account that the Apaſtles did in their Aſſemblies 
conſtantly joyn in the Uſe of this Prayer, nor indeed 
the leaſt hint that they ever ſo much as once did ſo. 
„There ſeems (alſo) to be a great deal of Reaſon to 
© think, that our Lord never intended to oblige his fol- 
ce lowers to the uſe of the ſame Words invariably ; if he 
© had, I believe the Evangel;ts would have recorded this 
& Prayer in the ſame Words; which they have not 
„ done. Which Difference in the two Evangeliſts (c) 
« enclines me to think, that our Lord deſign'd no more 
« than to give his Diſciples a Directory for Prayer, If 
« he did, I would be glad to know whoſe Words we 
« are obliged to uſe. | have read that this Prayer was 
© frequently omitted by the Primitive Chriſtians, It 
after all you inſiſt upon it, that when ye pray, ſay, 
« &c. muſt be underſtood as a Command to pray in 
© theſe Words, I don't ſee how the Uſe of any other 
© Prayers, not thoſe of the Liturgy it ſelf can (accord- 
« ing to this Notion) be juftifiable. | 

Ch. I find (contrary to my ExpeRation) that you are 
an Advocate for thoſe who negle& to uſe the Lord's 
Prayer as a Form. I will briefly examine your Argu- 
ments, by which you Vindicate thoſe who deny that 
Lord's Prayer is a Form. 

You ſay in the Firſt place, that we have no Account 
that the Apaſtles did in their Aſſemblies ever once uſe 
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this Prayer. This Sir is a very fallacious way of Rea- 
ſoning, which I'll convince you of in a few Words, by 
putting your Argument into a better form, 

Thoſe things which the Scripture gives no Account 
of, as done by the Apoſtles, were never done by them. 

But we have no Account that the Lord's Prayer was 
ever uſed as a Form by the Apoſtles. Therefore | 

The Apoftles never uſed the Lord's Prayer as a Form 
of Prayer. 5 

Unleſs you will affirm (which is what I am confident 
you dare not) that we have a perfe& Account of what- 
ever was done by the Apoftles, in their Religious Aſſem- 
blies, your Argument muſt neceſſarily fall to the Ground, 
becauſe it muſt depend upon the Truth of that Aſſertion; 
ſo that the ſequel in the Major propoſition, viz. That 
thoſe aps which the Scriptures give no Account of as 
done by the Apoſtles, were never done by them, is moſt cer- 
tainly falſe, 

Tho' no mention be made in the New Teſtament, of 
the Apoſtles and Diſciples uſing the Lord's Prayer as a 
Form, yet this is no Argument either that they did not 
uſe it, or that they did not believe themſelves obliged 
to uſe it. Becauſe that gives us no particular Account 
what Prayers / they uſed in their Religious Aſſemblies, 
and is as good an Argument to prove that they uſed none 
at all: But farther, | 

If I affirm that the Apoftles (tho' Commanded by 
Chriſt himſelf ) did not Baptize in the Name of the Fa- 
ther, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt ; my Aſſertion 
has as good a Foundation as yours hath, viz. That the 
Diſciples did not uſe the Lord's Prayer, tho' Chriſt com- 
manded 'em when they prayed, to ſay, Our Father, &c. 
becauſe you cannot give me any one Inſtance, to prove 
that ever they made uſe of the abovementioned Form in 
Baptiſm, 

t is alſo more than probable, that they (i. e. the 
Diſciples) uled the Lord's Prayer, becauſe they who lived 
neareſt the Apoſtolical Ages, did make uſe of this as a 
Form in their Religious Aſſemblies. Tertullian diſcourſing 
of the Lord's Prayer ſays, that Novis Diſcipulis, Novi 
Teſtamenti Chriſtus novam Orationi: For mam deter minavit. 
i. 6) That Chrift hath inſtituted a New Form of Prayer for 
is New Diſciples. St. Cyprian faith, Fratres dilectiſimi, 
 Oremus ficut Magiſter docuit, Scil. Let us pray as our 
Maſter hath taught us, St. Gregory expreſly Affirms, * 
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the Apoſtles themſelves did always at the Conſecration 

of the Euchariſt, make uſe of the Lord's Prayer (a). And 

this may ſerve alſo for an Anſwer to what wy Affirm, 

that 1 — Prayer was frequently omitted by the Primitive 
UTLANS, 

I come next to conſider your Argument drawn from 
the Variations in the two Ewvangelifts. If you appre- 
hend any conſiderable Difference between vb, sr e 
xe Pray thus, or after this manner; and Oray c, 
9s, atyere When ye pray, ſay, acknowledging the Sence in 
the former to be dubious, and in the latter to be plain 
and unconteſtable ; 'tis a known Rule that the doubtful 
and ambiguous Text, ſhould be determined by the plain 
and expreſs Text. After this manner pray ye carries a 
double Sence, and leaves room either to uſe the Lord's 
Prayer as a Form or Directory. But, when ye pray, ſay, &c. 
plainly enjoyns the uſing that Prayer as a Form, Now 
if the abovementioned Rule is a good one, then the 
plain Sence isthis, When ye Pray, uſe this Form of Words 
Which I here give you, Our Father, &c. (b) Mr. Bax- 
ter ſays, If the Lord's Prayer was only a Directory for 
Prayer and not a Form, it would be, Pray to God your 
Father in Heaven, that his Name may be Hallowed, &c. 
and not Our Father which art in Heaven, &c. 

But not to inſiſt on the little variations in the two 
Evangeliſts, which ought not to be urg'd as a reaſon a- 
gainſt uſing the Lords- Prayer: I will allow that Pray- 
er, as recited by St. Matthew, is a Directory for Pray- 
er; but as recited by St. Luke, it is a Form, The for- 
mer was given them in the Sermon on the Mount, and iri 
the ſecond Year after our Lord's Baptiſm. The latter was 
given to the Diſciples, upon their own requeſt, about 
a Year and half after that, as is commonly thought. 
'Tis probable, that when it was firſt given to 'em, 
they look'd upon it as a Directory, or Copy; for if 
they had not done lo, why ſhould they ( a confiderable 
time after) ask their Maſter to Teach em to Pray as 
John Taught his Diſciples? In Anſwer to this their Re- 
queſt, he gave them the Prayer that he had before deli- 
vered to them in his Sermon, and injoyned them to 
uſe it as a Form ; Commanding them, when they Pray, 
to ſay, Our Father, &c. From which Account it's very 
plain, that the Lord's Prayer, as delivered by St, Luke, 
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is a Form of Prayer, which the Diſciptes were enjoyn'd 
to uſe as ſuch: And this is a full Anſwer to your Queſti- 
on, Vie I would gladly know whoſe Words we are to 
vſe * 

Your laſt Argument, to prove that the Lord's Prayer 
is not to be uſed as a Form, is a very ſtrenuons one, viz, 
If, when ye Pray, ſay, &c. muſt be underftood as a Com- 
mand to Pray in theſe Words: I don't fee how the uſe 
of any other Prayers can (according to this Notion 
be Tuſtifiable. 

I hope the Learned Dr. Hammond will not be accu- 
ſed of putting a force upon the Words, who thus Pa- 
raphraſes em.“ Whenſoever ye Pray Solemnly, omit not 
&« this Form of Words. If your Argument would hold 
good, it may eaſily be proved, that a Man is to Pray 
no where but in his Cloſet ; becauſe Chrift Feſus our Lord 
Commands us ſaying, But thou, when thou Prayeſt, ent er 
into thy Cloſet. ( 5 1 hope what I have ſaid, may be e- 
nough to Convince you, that the Lord's Prayer is to be 
uſed not only as a Directory, but as a Form; and when 
ever you ufe it, I entreat you to be hearty and fincere 
in that Petition, and lead us not into Temptation, which 
you have juſt Reaſon to be, when you conſider by what 
Arguments you are Taught to juſtifie your Separation. 
Good God! that ever Men ſhould uſe this as a Reaſon 
to juſtifie themſelves, in deſerting the Church of 
England, viz. that ſhe uſes the Lord's Prayer which Chriſt 
taught his Diſciples, and Enjoyned them to uſe, comman- 
ding them when they Pray, to ſay Our Father, &c. Whi- 
ther will not prejudice carry men? But no wonder that 
they are above uſing the Lord's Prayer as a Form, who 
ſeldom or never read the Holy Scriptures in their Pub- 
lick Aſſemblies. What can you ſay to ſuch an Omiſſion? 

Rs ſay, there's no truth in what you Accuſe us 
of. 

0 hope it's no unfair way of Judging, what is the 
conſtant practice of your Teachers in their reſpective 
Aſſemblies, by their Practice at thoſe Lectures where the 
moſt eminent of your Teachers are commonly preſent. 
Now I deſire you to tell me how often you have heard a 
Chapter read at Salters-Hall, at the Lecture held there 

think) every Tueſday. It's their conſtant practice, 

unleſs its alter'd within this Ten Years ) to begin with 
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Singing a Pſalm, after which the Perſon that Officiates 
Prays and Preaches, &c. I dont remember that ever 
heard Mr. Williams, Mr. Calamy, Mr. Tonge, or Mr. 
Shower, read a Chapter at that Lecture. | 

If the Meeting-Houſes in London were divided into 
Three Parts, not above one in the three ever reads a 
Chapter as a part of their Publick Service in the Mor- 
nings; and in the Afrernoons I believe that not one in 
Six throughout the City ever reads a Chapter out of the 
Holy Scriptures of the Old or New Teſtament. In thoſe 
Meeting Honſes where the Scriptures are read, you have 
ſeldom more than one Chapter. Don't you think that in 
this particular the Order of our Service is much prefera- 
ble to yours? we have two Leſſons read, one out of the 
Old Teftament, and the other out of the New ; and they 
are generally io Order'd, as to Shew the Harmony and 
conſent that the one bears to the other. The Types un- 
der the Law, in reading the Goſpel appear in Subſtance. 
So that thoſe of the poorer fort (as a late excellent Au- 
thor ſays) “ who have neither Skill to read the Scrip- 
* rures, nor always Leiſure to attend the Reading of e'm 
* on the Weekdays, even thoſe have not only the Goſ- 
© pel preached to em; but moreover Moſes and the Pro- 
pets read to em every Sabbath day. (a) 

Diſſ. 1 find no fault with the Church of England for 
reading the Holy Scripture, her Practice is in this very 
commendable; but I cannot by any means like the Rea- 
ding of the Apocryphal Books. Theſe being no part of the 
Sacred Canon: I am afraid that Ignorant People (by thus 
hearing em read in the Church) ſhould take em to be 
true parts of Canonical Scripture. You know in thoſe 
Books there are many things trifling and Impertinent, 
and others a great deal worle. 

Ch. I never heard of any in the Communion of our 
Church, who took the Aprocryphal Books to be a part of 
Canonical Scripture: nor is there any great danger of 
their being led into ſuch an Error, becaule the Sixth Ar- 
ticle ſaith, that they are read for Example of Life and In- 
Aruction of Manners, and that the Church doth not apply 
'em to E/tabliſh any Doctrine. Theſe Articles are com- 
monly Printed in our Common Prayer Books, and are fo 
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Publick, that people are ſufficiently guarded againſt ſuch a 
Miſtake, as you apprehend they are in danger of, 

I defire you to conſider, that in the Leſſons appointed 
for the Lord's days, there are few or none taken out of the 
bog ping cv the whole Year. So that if you men- 
tion this as an Argument to Juſtifie your Lay-Noncon- 
formity, it is nothing at all to the purpoſe ; becauſe you 
may come to the Church almoſt every Lord's day in the 
Year, and hear no ſuch Leſſons read: As for the things 

ou mention which are trifling and Impertinent &c, I 
Mal wave the taking notice of em, having already ſaid 
enough to demonſtrate, that what you Object againſt 
the reading of ſuch Leſſons, is a very poor Plea to juſtifie 
Separation, Mr. Baxter ſays, if Authority Command i 
and the Churches Agreement require it, the Apocrypha (b 
may lawfully be read. And I don't find that any of the 
Old Nonconformifts, ever encouraged Separation upon 
this Account. I deſire you Sir, to proceed to thoſe Ob- 
jections that more nearly affect the Caſe of Lay Separa- 
tion, for this is nothing at all to the purpoſe. 

Diſſ. I hope you'll excuſe me for mentioning theſe 
Things; I was willing to know what you had to ſay in 
Vindication of the Church, becauſe I know ſome ho- 
neſt Neighbuurs of mine that lay much Streſs upon 
theſe Things, and always mention 'em amongſt the Rea- 
ſons for their Nenconformity. You may remember I told 
you, that the Diſſenters way of Adminiſtring the Sacra- 
ments was moſt Regular and Scriptural. I will now pro- 
ceed to tell you what 1 diſlike in your way of Admini- 
ſtring the Sacraments. And firſt, I will begin with that 
of Baptiſm. Our Merhod you know is this ; The Mi- 
niſter addreſſes himſelf to the Parent or Parents in the 
Face of the Congrezation, repeats the Apoſtles Creed, or 
ſome other Confeſſion of Faith agreeable thereto, asks if 
they Believe theſe Articles of our Holy Religion, and 
deſire to have their Child Baptized into this Faith. They 
promiſe to teach it the Creed, the Lord's Prayer, and the 
Ten Commandments, and to do their utmoſt to bring it 
up in the Fear of the Lord (c). After which, the Miniſter 
having prayed for a Bleſſing upon the Ordinance, he 
Baptizes the Child in the Name of the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, declares it a Member of the Viſible Church, 
gives God Thanks, and concludes with a Bleſſing. This 
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A Method, and ſuch a one as no body can dif- 
ike, 

Church. J thought I had known the Diſſenters way of 
Baptizing, but l find by your Account of it, that I am 
almoſt a perfe& Stranger to their Method of Admini- 
ſtring that Ordinance. I am certain, that I have ſeen an 
Hundred Children Baptized by your Teachers, and I 
ſolemnly declare that | never heard the Apaſtles Creed 
made ule of in that Office but once, in all the time 
that I was acquainted with them. I never once heard 
a Parent engaged to teach his Child the Creed, the 
Lord's Prayer, and the Ten Commandments. It may be 
the Perſon you hear does this, and one or two more 
of your Acquaintance ; but it is not the general Practice 
of Diſſent ers. | | 

But allowing that the Method which you have menti- 
oned is univerſally uſed amongſt Diſſenters, you cannot 
be angry with me, if Lask you in what part of the 
New Teſtament you read, that thoſe who were Commil- 
ſioned to Baptize, made uſe of ſuch a Method. I have 
carefully read it over, and I don't ſo much as find 
that they Baptized in the Name of the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoft ; much leſs that they required any Promiſes 
from thoſe that they Baptized, or from others on their 
Account, So that your Method is far from being found 
to be Scriptural. And now according to your way of 
Reaſoning (when you undertook to prove that the 
Lord's Prayer was not to be uled as a Form) your Me- 
thod of Baptizing is unwarrantable, and you ought to 
ſeparate from thoſe that have ſuch Uſages as are not to 
be met with in Scripture. I only mention this to 
convince you of the weakneſs of your own Arguments. 
And now 1 defire you to tell me, what there is that you 
diſlike in the Church about Baptiſm, which you judge 
to be a ſufficient Reaſon for Separation. | 

Diſſ. There are ſeveral Things in your Office for Bap- 
tiſm which I cannot approve of, being liable to very jult 
(a) Exceptions, and ſuch as I am not aſhamed to men- 
tion among the Reaſons of my Nonconformity. 

Church. Pray Sir let me hear what they are, and give 
me the Reaſons for your diſlike of em. 

Diſſ. 1 Object againſt Godfathers and Godmothers ac- 
cording to the Uſage of the Church of England, becanſe 
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Firſt, they are with you the only Covenanters for Chil- 
dren, and the Parents by the Canon muſt not be required 
o much as to be preſent, tho? it be upon the Account of 
their Faith, that their Infants have a Right to wy WY 

Secondly, Some who are hardly paſs'd the Age of 
Children, are admitted as Sponſors, and others act as ſuch 
by Proxy, which is (I think) a playing with Sacred 
Things. 1 | 
Thirdly, Do you think there is one in a Thouſand 
who pertorms what he promiſed on ſuch an Occaſion, (b 
or ever intended it; or that could be as good as his Word, 
had he ever ſo great a mind to it? 

Fourthly, The @ueftions and Auſwers which are à part 
of your Office for Baptiſm, are in my Opinion very yzim*- 
proper; and ſeem to imply a Neceſſity of an actual Pro- 
feſſion of Faith, to be made by every one before he is 
Baptized, which deſtroys Infant Baptiſm. For thele 
Reaſons 1 diſlike Sureries according to the Uſage of the 
Church of England. 

Church. Your firſt Argument is founded upon a Miſtake, 
as Will appear from what a late Learned Biſhop (b) ſays 
upon this Subject. It is 1 * that the Parents do tru- 
© ly make thoſe Vows in the Name of the Child, but it 
© was alſo thought fit to have a farther Security, both 
© for putting the Parents in mind of their Duty, and for 
* ſeeing how it is performed; and in caſe that the Pa- 
* rents do dye, that others may be bound to ſee to the E- 
© ducation of the Child. (c) And where the Sureties arg 
procured by the Parents, there they have all the Autho- 
rity to Covenant in behalf of the » 43 that the Parents 
can give 'em, Which cannot be denied : So that you are 
not by any means deprived of your Right (as ſome fallly 
ſuggeſt) of dedicating your Children to God by Baptiſm, 
any more than the Jewiſh Parents are deprived of the 
Power of making their Children Debtors to the Law by 
Circumciſion: In which Fœderal Act there was a Perſon 
who was called the Maſter of the Covenant, and by the 
Modern Jews he is called a Surety. And tho' ſome of 
your Writers reckon this a Modern Innovation, yet in 
the Primitive Church the Uſe of Sureties was fo early, 
that it is not eaſie to fix the time of their beginning (); 


( — Tuſtified. p. 29. (6) 1bid. p. 30. 
(c) Bp. Buzner's Expoſition of the Church Catechiſm. p. 308. 
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& J have read in a Learned Author upon the Common 
Prayer. (a) | | | 49111 
Your Second Objection againſt Sxreries, is a very tri- 
fling one, viz. That ſome who are hardly paſs'd the Age 
of Children themſelves, are admitted as Sreties, and o- 
thers Act as fuch Proxy. Pleaſe to read the 2oth 
Canon, and you'll find that none are to be admitted 
Sureties for Children, but ſuch as have received the 
Lord's Supper, which is not (you know) ad miniſt red to 
Children in our Church. . 
Tho I am no great admirer of having that Office per- 
form'd by Proxy, yet I know no Reaſon why that may 
not (in ſome Caſes) as well as many other Fœderal Acts, 
be perform'd after ſuch a manner. CI 
Your Third Obje&ion againſt Sureties is drawn from 
the common abuſe of this Cuſtom, which is a very un- 
fair. way of Reafoning, viz. That not one in a Thou- 
fand perform what they promiſe. You ovght to con- 
fider the good deſign of the Church in appointing Sure- 
ties in Baptiſm, which is not to be condemned for the 
Faults of Men, and the looſeneſs of the Times. The 
way to paſs a true Judgement upon the uſefulneſs of any 
Order or Cuſtom, is to judge by the Advantages that ac: 
crue from the obſerving of it, where it is duly kept; 
and not by the difadvantages that come of its bei 
broken. If you will uſe your utmoſt Care to have thi 
Cuſtom regularly obferved, I doubt not but you may 
procure Perſons to ſtipulate for the Chriſtian Education 
of your Children, in caſe you ſhould dye or Apoſtatize; 
and this I am ſure you cannot diſlike. That it is in the 
Power of Sureties to take care that Children be Educa- 
ted in the Principtes of the Chriſtian. Religion, can 
hardly be denied; but it is not to be ſuppos'd, that ſuch 
Sureties ſtand engag'd, that the Children they ſtipulate 
for in Baptiſm, ſhall walk according to the Rules of their 
_ Religion. They are only engaged to do what lies 
in their Power, to engage them to Anſwer their- 
tiſmal Vow. And this leads me to your Fourth Objecti- 
on againſt the Queſtions and Anſwers in our Office for 
Baptiim; ſuch as: Daſt thor Believe in God the Father Al- 
bty, &c. Reſp. All this I Htedfaſtiy Believe. Queſt, 
it thou be Baptized in this Faith? Reſp. That is my 


Ci 


| (a) ace2ngigorres A Juſt, Mart. Ayad b a Dionyſ. Areop. vocent ur. 
vid. Comber. 
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defire, &c. In Anſwer to this Objection I will offer two of 
three Things. aku 

1. Thoſe Queſtions and their Anſwers, are a ſolemn De- 
claration of what Baptiſm doth oblige all Baptized Per- 
ſons to; and that Infants do ſtand ingaged to perform the 
Vow of Baptiſm when * ſhall come to Years of Know- 
ledge; and therefore 4 the late Lord Biſhop of Sarum 
ſays) their Anſwering ſo poſitively in the Name of the 
Child, does according to all Acts in the Name of In- 
fants, import only, that as far as in them lies, Care ſhall 
be taken that the Infant ſhall make good thoſe Engage- 
-=_ in due time (4), Which the Baptiſmal Vow obliges 

im to. 

2. All Contracts are made by mutual Promiſes ; it is 
therefore reaſonable, that when Children are admitted 
into the Chriſtian Society by Baptiſm, (which is a 
Faderal Act,) ſome Perſons ſhould in their Names 

romiſe to fulfill the Conditions of that Covenant. The 
Miniſter that officiates, is the proper Perſon to take this 
Security, and this is . to what St. Auguſtine ſaith, 
Since for want of Age Children cannot believe with the Heart 
#r:to Righteouſneſs, nor confeſs with the Mouth unto Salva- 
tion, therefore others Anſwer for em, that the Sacrament 
may be adminiſtred compleatly unto them; becauſe they can- 
not Anſwer. 0 That Baptiſm was antiently adminiſtred 
by Queſtion and Anſwer, is the Opinion of a Learned Au- 
thor (c), and may be proved by a great many Authori- 
ties. That our Reſormers judged Faith and Repentance 
neceſſary to Baptiſm, cannot be denied; fo that your O- 

inion that ſuch Queſtions and Anſwers ſeem to deſtroy 

nfant Baptiſm, has very little weight in it, and. ſeems in- 
vented on purpoſe to bring an Odium on our Office 
for Baptiſm. 

To be free, with you, I don't like your way of Bapti- 
zing Infants, becauſe you have no ſuch Queſtions and An- 


ſwers ; Baptiſm is a Covenant, and the very Nature of a 


Covenant, ſuppoſes that rwo (or more) Parties are en- 
gaged to one another; now Infants who are incapable 
of obliging themſelves by ſuch a Covenant, have others 
to ſtipulate for em. But with you nothing is done in the 


— 


— 


() Dy. Burnet concerning the Obligation of Church Communion. 

. 100, 
(5) Accommodat illis mater Eccleſia aliorum linguam ut ſti- 
pulent, c. Aug. in At 2, (c) Mr Recycs's Apologies, Gee, 
| | Name 
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N. the Child. The Parent poly engages for the 
eligious Education of his Child, and gives up himſelf 
to God in Covenant: Whereas the Infant is the Party 
concerned, in this Covenant- Tranſaction, and what is then 
tranſacted ought to be in the Name of the'Infant. The 
Reaſon given in our Church Catechiſm, why Infants are 
baptiz'd, tho“ they cannot perform what is required in 
Baptiſm, viz. Faith and Repentance, is this, yrs 4 they 
promiſe them both by their Skreties, which Promiſe when 
they come to Age, themſelves are bound to perform. | 
Some of your Friends ſay, it's a very common Thing 
for the Sureties to give back the Charge, delivered to 
them, to the Parents. As common a thing as it is, I havg 
never yet known it done; but if it was done more fre- 
quently than it really is, you ought not by any Means 
to condenin the Cuſtorn of having Sureties on that Ac- 
count: For it can only be done by ſuch as are ignorant 
of what they undertake. Mr. Baxter lays, That Parents 
may agree with the Sponſors, to repreſent their own 
Perſons, and ſpeak and promiſe what they. do, as their 
Deputies only, in their Names. And fince it may be 
objected, that the Church means ſomething elſe, and this 
is but to juggle with the World: How can you prove 
(ſays he) that the Authority, that made or impoſed the 
Liturgy, meant any other thing? And if the Impoſers had 
meant ill, in a Thing that may be done well, you may 
diſcharge your Conſcience in doing it well (a): You 
have therefote no juſt Cauſe xo ſeparate from the Church 
on this Account. en Ls” a | | hy: 
Di. If could comply with the Uſage of your Church 
in this Affair, there is yet another thing that ſticks as 
much with me as Godfathers and God mot hers, viz. * The 
« Croſs in Baptiſm, (b) which Ln and many 
© Thouſands in England, great Offence; and as long as 
4 can have my Children baptized without this Ad- 
dition to Chriſt's Ordinance, I can never cauſent to 
« its bein done in your Way. ' © | 25 
Chur b. Pray, Sir, give me your Reaſons, why you 
can never conſent to have your Children baptized with 
the Sign of the Croſs. od hacs | 
Dif. That 1 will do in as few Words as I can. And, 
— N u e omggpwrrss ES-42" 
(a) Chriſtian Directory, p. 8 17. . 
25 30. 
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4. Theres not one Word of the Cr6fs in Baptiſt {a 
17 ole N., Teſtament, neither was it ever ufed ih 
he Apoſhe's Tüte,! „„ 1 
. Can 1 Hind that this Ce was ofed in the moſt 
Primitive, that is, in the beſt Ages of the Charch. _ 
3. Suppoſe it was brought in, iti Tertullau's Finds r 
this is hot granted nor proyed) it is ceftdin that ſe 42 
other Cuſtolis, as ancient, (a) 15 altogerher Re 
by the Ch rch, of * conakona why is this retained 
any more tha the rel 71 814 1 1 | 
| 4 The, Croſs (as uſed in the Chürch of Eng/44d) ſeems 
to be as much'a Sacrament, is Men are capable of ma- 
king One. Here's an 11% and viſible Sign, viz. croffing, 
of an inward, and ſpiritual Grace, Viz. Faith and Chtiſtian 
Fortitydt; The Party baptized, being ſign'd with the 
Sign of the Croſs, in Token that hereafter 11 be 
ſhamed to confeſs the Faith of Chrift critified, but man- 
fa to fight * his Banner, &c. Moreover, the 30 
anon ſays, (b) That by this Sign the Infant is dedicated to 
the Service of him that died upon the Croſs ; ſo that, as far 
as I can pexceive, here's that added to the Wotſhip of 
God, which, in all other Reſpects, beſides that of a divine 


ppointment, has the Nature. of a Sacrament, ' And 1 
annot think .any Church-Goyernours upon Earth have 
it in Commiſſion to do,t "ag en hs 
f. Why may not the Prieft put his Finger into the 
Child's Ears, in Token that it ſhall heatken diligently 
unto the Word of God, and put Salt on his Tongue, in 
Token that is Speech ſhall be ſeaſoned With Salt; as 
nake an airy Croſs in its Forehead, in Token that it 
ſhall confels a crucified Chriſt, _ | : 

6. Since the Church her ſelf acknowledges, that it doth 
geither add any thing to the Virtue and Perfection of 

aptiſm ; -nor, being omitted, doth detract any thing 
from the Effect and Subſtance of it; I cannot ſee why 
it ſhould be retained, conſidering ſuch a Number of 

hriſtians have been offended at it, and continue to be 
o. Theſe, Sir, are my Realons againſt it. 

Church, You have taken Care to mention enough, and 
if your Arguments had been as weighty as they are nu- 
merons, I had had a large Task upon my Hands to an- 
ſwer 'em. You have followed the Advice of a Famous 
Orator, to amaſs all the weaker Arguments, which, tho 
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(s) L9y-Nonconformity J ofiifed, P. 31. (0 Ibid. p. 32. 
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weak in themſelves, yet by Randing together, may lend 4 
eval 72 7 4710 io fu (5) You muſt Reretere 
excuſe me, if I ſay very little in anſwer to thoſe Objecti- 
ons that don't affect the-Controverhe, vic. Lay-Separation, 
1. You tell nie there's not one Word of the Croſs in 
Baptiſm. ip all the New-Teſtament, neither was it ever 
üſed in the Apoftles Time. e kis 
L readily grant the firſt Part of the Aſſertion, but I 
cannat tell for what Reaſons you ſo poſitively affirm, 
That it was never uſed in the Apoſtles Time. If you bare- 
ly fay we have no Account that they ever uſed it in any 
Part of the New-Teftament, I reply, neither have we 
any Account that they baptized in the Name of the Tyi- 
7575 the only Difference is, that they had a Command 
for the doing of one, and none for the other. I ſhall by 
nd by mention the Practice of Antiquity in the Caſe be- 
ore us, Which will give a Light to the Controverſie. 

If your firſt Argument be allowed, viz. That we have 
no mention, Cc. yet this does not by any means juſtifie 
your Separation. You may remember, that I told you 
in another Part of aur Diſcourſe, that the Jews added 
ſeveral fignificant Ceremonies to thoſe which Moſes gave 
them uch as the thick Sawce in their Paſchal Supper, 
mentioned by the late learned Biſhop of Sarum (b). The 
chan og of the Poſture in which they were commanded 
to eat the Paſſover, into a Table-Poſture ; both which 
were fo far from being condemned, that our Saviour com- 
pljed with their Cuſtom. Now if he was ſo far from con- 

emning an Addition, perfectly humane, to a divine In- 
ſtitution, why ſhould you be offended with this Cuſtom 
in ou Church, of ſigning Infants with the Sign” of the 
Croſs. Again, * 

How many Precepts, in the Nem-Teſtament, concerning 

itual Matters, are ſüperſeded by the Authority of the 

hurch! The abſtaining from Blood, which is a poſitive 
Command ; the having of Deaconeſſes in the Church 
the Kiſs of Peace, uſed 1 the Apoſtles Time, and. menti- 
oned in many of their ee which had its Significati- 
on; their Love · Feaſts before the Enchariſt; the dipping 
of Perſons at N &c. Now ſince all theſe Ritual 
Matters (ſome of which äre very ſignificant) are laid 


* (a) Infirmiora argumenta congreganda ſunt, imbecilla enim 
naturà muruo auxllio ſuſtinentur, /. V. c. 20. Quintilian. 
(6) The Obligation of Church-Communion, p. 46. 
K 2 aſide 
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| | 


fed up with him to Newneſs of Life : For (as I faid be 


take away a 


| | 1M May £4 7.35 RET | 74 + ad 3 
580 The Lay-Man's Prx as, G. 
aſide by the Authority of the Church, e ede ber 
Authority be queſtioned, any mare in annexing the Croſs 
at Baptiſm, than in taking away the Cuſtom of dipping, 
to which St. Paul affizns a myſtical ' Signification, viz. 
Our being buried with Chrift, in Baptiſm, and our being rai- 


ore) 
a ee of Authority, is certainly neceſſary to 

; ractice that has the Face of a plain Aut ho- 
rity in Scripture enjoining it, than for adding ſuch Rites 


as are recommended by new Emergencies And this is 
(I hope) a ſufficient Anſwer to your firſt Argum-nt. 


Your Second and Third Objections againſt the Cross, 
ſhall be conſidered together. Lou don't find, that this 
Ceremony was uſed in the moſt Primitive, that is, in 


the beſt Ages of the Church: And ſappoſe it was brought 


in in Tertullian's Time (tho' this, you ſay, is not grante 
nor proved) other Cuſtoms, of as long ſtanding in tlie 
Church, are alrogether neglected, &c. 
Such Cuſtoms as were of Apottolical Uſe, are (I have 
told you) entirely ſuperſeded, by the Authority of the 
Church; and ſuch as continued in Uſe to Tertullian's time, 
are, by general Conſent, diſus'd : Such was the holy Kiſs, 


which was perform'd (as the beſt Writers generally con- 
ceive) after all other Preparations, immediately before 
they. entred upon the Celebration of the Lord's Supper; 


and alſo. at the Concluſion of the Solemnity. (a) This 
the Apoſtle is ſuppoſed to direct to, when he enjoins the 


Corinthians to greet one another with a holy Kiſs. (b) And 
this was key up with that Reverence in Tertullian's 


Time, that he ſpeaks as if the publick Prayers were 
maim'd and imperfect, if it concluded not with this 
Kiſs. (c). This, with many other Cuſtoms, are laid aſide; 
and what can you Ss hence, but only that ſuch 
things may be altered by the Authority of the Church 
and by the ſame Authority others may be continued ; and 
innocent ones introduced, when the Church thinks fit. 
Now ſince the Authority of the Church continues the 
Croſs in Baptiſm, it ought to be complied with, as thoſe 
other Cuſtoms were, when they were in Uſe. 

You ſay it is not granted nor proved, that the Croſs 
at Baptiſm was uſed in Tertallian's Time. A learned 


. "da Dr. Cave's Prim. Chriſt. Part I. Ch. XI. p. 346. 


(#4) 1 Cor. xvi. 20. Rx, 
| (+) Quæ Oratio cum diyortio ſandti Ofculi iategra ? Tertul. 
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Author, in a moſt excellent Book ſays, © That the 
& we dor't find the Croſs in Baptiſm mentioned by Fuftrn, 
© we are ſure it was a conſtant Ceremony; for Tertilhek 
c ſays, that the Devil ſigned his Soldiers in the Foreh 
in imitation of the (hriſti ans, Mithra ſignat illic in fron- 
cc ihus milit es ſuos. Ter. de præſcrip. c. 40. and St. Auftthe 
« ſays, Semper enim Cruci Baptiſmus jungitur, The Croſs and 
« Baptiſm are never parted. (a) From, hence it appear 
that the uſe of the Croſs is a more antient Ceremony, t 
you are willing to allow it to be. ** TS 
I come now to conſider your fourth (and indeed your 
ſtrongeſt) Objection againſt this Ceremony; viz. That the 
Croſs (as uſed in the Church of Exgland) ſeems to be as 
much a Sacrament as Men are capable of making one, &. 
To add to the Sacraments which Chrift has Inftituted, 8 
certainly a moſt wicked Uſurpation,; but tho* this has been 
often * upon the Church, it has never yet been 
roved. F a este 
N There is (fays à late learned Author) a difference 
between the ſignifying and expreſſing ſome part of our 
Ve 75 with ſuch proper Acts of our Minds, as do become 
the Occafion, and the ſignifying of ſome bleſfing that is 
offered or convey ed to us by God, in the uſe of that Att 
on. The former is far from the nature of a Sacrament, 
and indeed it is only a mute way of ſpeaking; for Actions, 
as well as Words, may become inſtituted Signs to expreſs 
our Thoughts; and when Rite, are appointed as means 
only to raiſe in our Minds ſuitable and correſponding 
Thoughts, they are far from being uſed as Sacraments. _ 
85 ef it was pretended, that by the uſe of the Croſs in 
er Baptiſm, a divine Vertue were conveyed to the Perſon 
« Baptized, that deadned him more intirely to the 
World, and wrought him up to a greater Conformity 
cc toChrift; then here were a new Sacrament ſet up, 
cc which could not be juſtified : But when it is only meant 
« as anexhibiting the Form of the Croſs. of Chrif, to put 
cc us in mind of our Obligation to imitate Him, and to 
« ſuffer for Him, here is only a Rite that ſpeaks to us in 
1 an Action, which is explained by the words that accom- 
any it. . "OD S157 $15; 
our Quotations out of the 20th, Canon, to prove that 
it is the Opinion of our Church, that Children are de- 
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a) Mr. Reeves's Apologies, Vol. 1. p. 98. "1: ops 
b) Late Lord Biſhop of darum in the forecited Book, p. * ahh 
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icated to Ghrift by the Sign of the Croſs; is nothing at 
Yo to the Me n Jebel rſt 8 ing 8 


con ſider it. It is agrees on all Hands, that 
hriſt. Now the Church 


at. | | 
The word dedicated (then) as uſed in the Canan, does 


this Sign is therefore uſed ; being as expreſſive 
of what the Infant by Parti 15 Tehan'd 


Child's Ears, in Token that it ſhall harken diligently un- 
to the word of God, &c ? 
I Anſwer, becauſe Clergy-men in our Church, do all 
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3s tawful to declare by Si i, as by Words, what the 


Brptrzed Perſon is defigned to) Then how can you think 
of pitting from the Church, for ſuck a Ceremony ? If 
the Miniſter of your Pariſh would not Baptize your Child 
without it; you K in duty to have attended upon him, 
in order to have ha out Doubts and Scruples anſwered; 
and if he had not given you ſatisfaction, you ſhould have 
applied your ſelf to another Divine of the Church of Engr 
land, and uſed the beſt means for your Information. 
your Confcience be truly tender of ſinning; metbinks you 
ſhould be as much afraid of the Sin of Schiſm, as of any 6- 
ther Sin, and therefore you ſhould uſe the beſt means you 
can to inform your Judgment aright, that you may not 
condemn things as Unlawful, w ich may Lawfully be 
= v3 on that Account break the Communion of the 
Church. 

Dif. If you pleaſe, I would willingly talk with you a 
little abont the Lord's * ; for I have ſome things to 
object againſt the uſage of your Church, in the Admi- 
niſtration of that Sacrament. | 

Chyrch. If you find any fault with that, Iam ſore it 
muſt be without Cauſe;for I am well aſſured, that the Lord's 
Supper is adminiſtred after a much morè regular man- 
ner in the Church of Exgland, than ever I ſaw it admi- 
niſt red in any of your Aſſemblies, Give me leave only 
to mention ſome particular things, which (in my Opi- 
nion) are not very decent in your way of atminiſtring 
that Ordinance, Your manner of Conſecrating the E- 
lements, is what J cannot approve of. At a very mw 
actor -t in Town, I ſaw a quantity of Wine fer 
upon the Table, I fuppoſe about a Gallon. This was 
Conſecrated, but the Teacher only took one of the 
Veſſels into his Hand, the remaining part of the the Wine 
was in a Barrel in the Veſtry. When the Wine upon the 
Table was all ſpent, two Perſons ferch'd more out of the 
Veſtry; and 1 don't remember that any Prayer of Cotiſe- 
cration was uſed after the firſt ; nor indeed, could arry 
ſuch thing be done without the utmoſt Confuſion; be- 
cauſe two grave old Men were all the while carrying the 
Wine to the Communicants, who were about 6 or 7 
Hundred Seared in the Body of the Metting-Fouſe. 

cannot be reconciled to your Method of having Lay- 
men carry the Elements from one Pew to another, and 
the Perſon that firs next to the Door to reach the Bread 
and Wine to their nett Neighbour; it ſcims mobo gyare 
JET an 


any thing ſinful in this 
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and ſolemn, to have that performed by the AMiniſter, 
ay ing to every ſuch Communicant as our Church directs. 
+ Your,Sittirg at the Sacrament. is very 17 to me, 
and does not, look ſo Reverent as the Poſture of Kneeling. 
o, Df. 1, cannot be of your Mind, I take Sitting to 
the moſt agreeable Poſture, and I deſire you'd hear my 
Reaſons for my Opinion. ien 424 | 1 
1. When the Sacrament was firſt, Inſtituted, Chrif and 
his Apoſtles did not Kneel, but Sate in a leaning Poſture; 
15 was the Table Geſture at that time, in that 
Cauntry. e Wo! | cs 2d; 
2. 1 don't find, that the Primitive Chriſtians received 
the Sacrament in the Poſture uſed by the Church of Eng- 
and. (a) Tertullian lays, that on the 22 Day (when a 
29 75 the Sacrament Was uſually celebrated) they account- 
ed it a din to Worſlip Kreeliwg; and a great Divine of 
the Church calls at a v cuſtom. Proteſt; Keconciler. p. 294. 
3. Knecling, at the Sacrament, is thought by many 
eat Men, lo be of no longer date than the Doctrine of 
rarſubſt antiation : I don't find, () that the People which 
eame to the Communion, were obliged to ſet themſelves 
in the Geſture gf thole which Adore, until that in the 
13th, Century, the Adoration of the Sacrament. was e- 
ftabliſhed in the Latin Church. This is the Opinion of 
Monſieur L' Arrogue in his Hiſtory of the Euchariſt. p. 717. 
Tho' the Church of England has declar'd againit Ado- 
ring the Elements in the, Sactament, yet I fear your 
poſture of receiving, may harden Ignorant Papifts in their 
Le and lead weak Proteſtants into an Error, which 
- would be of dangerous Conſequence to them. But after 
all, if we could not poſſibly receive the Lord's Supper in 
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any other l ofture, inoſt of ps thould rather doit in yours, 


than live in the total neglect of fo Comfortable and Im- 
portant a Dutt. 1 | 
church. I find then, you do not imagine that there is 

501 ure, nor any thing ſo indecent 
but that youcan cviyply with it, After ſuch a Conceſſion, 
I have no great Occahion to anſwer your Arguments, be- 
cauſe they are very improper ly applied to jultify Lay non - 
conformity; ſor if you can lawtuily ule that Poſture (ſup- 
poling that you od ule that, or liye in the neglect of the 
Ordinance) you ought to have a greater regard to the 
! Fgace- and Unity of the Chap R, than to break it upon 
CNT TT re 2 . n 
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ſach ſlight Reaſons, But to proceed to the Anſwering 
of your Arguments, by which you juſtifie- your ſelf in 
Sitting at the Sacrament. | 3 6 
r. You ſay, when the Sacrament was haſt. Inſtitutes, 
Chrift and his Apoſtles did not Kneel, & c. To this 
Anſwer, That it can never be ſo clearly prov'd, as that 
the Conſcience may ſurely build agen it, whar Geſture 
Cbrift and His Apoftles uſed at the Celebration of the Sa- 
crament. All that can be gather'd from Scripture, a+ 
mounts to no more than this, That as they were Eat» 
ing, or as they did Eat, as the Phraſe is render'd in St. 
Mari, Jeſus took Bread and bleſſed it, and-brake it, and 
gave it to his Diſciples (a). And he took the Cup, 2 
( when he had Supped, ſaith St. Paul (c); after Supper, as St. 
Luke (d) hath it) and gave Thanks, and gave it to them, 
ſaying, Drink ye all of it. It is very plain from this Ac- 
count, That our Lord did Inſtitute, and Adminiſter the 
Sacrament” to his Diſciples, and that they did receive. it; 
but in what Poſture they receiv'd it, whether. Leaning, 
Sitting, or Kneeling, cannot beſo eaſily determin'd from 
any account: that we have of the Inſtitution. i They uſed 
that Geſture at Supper, that was in Uſe in the Country; 
but all the ſtreſs of the Argument to prove that they - 
ceiv d the Lord's Supper in the ſame Poſture; is only 
founded upon a meer probability, that they did not al- 
ter the Geſture that was us'd at the Paſſover.: $pce then 
ou have not. any certain account what Poſture was us N 


es, | #7 © IV doe 3s ! 
If it is allow'd that our Saviour Inftituted, and that 
the Apaftles receiv'd this Sacrament in a Table-Geſture, 
which was much like to our Iying or ſitting upon Con- 
ches ; fince you lay ſo much 5s upon Conformity to 
that Poſture, you ought in Reaſon to conform to all the 
other. Circumitances in that Inſtitution; ſack as that of 
Receiving it after Supper, and in an Upper: room. And 
why you admit any Women to partake of it, aſter you 
lay fo much ſtreſs upon the uſing of one particular Ge- 
ſture, which is not determin'd in Scripture, is not eaſi- 
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ly to be accounted fory hecauſe none of that Sex were 

admitted at the firſt Inſtitution of that Sacrament. For 

my part, I cannot ſee why theſe Circumſtances, with 

others that may bemrention'd, are not as tenaciovſly to be 

held, as the Poſture of ditting; ſince they are more parti 

cularly mention'd, than the Pofture in which that Ordi- 

nance was firſt adminiſtred. Mr. Baxter ſays, Since that 

1 * Rubrick is inſerted which diſctaimeth both all Bread- 
q * worſhip, and the Bodily reat-Preſence, my Judgment is 
| *. for Kneeling; - God having made ſome Geſture neceſſa- 
ry, and confin'd us to none, but left it to Humane de- 
termination; I ſhall ſubmit it to Magiſtrates in their 
proper Work. I am not ſure that Chriſt intended the 
Example of himſelf in this, as Obligatory; but | am 
< fare he hath commanded me Obedience and Peace. The 
Nature of the Ordinance (ſays the ſame Author) is 
* mixed; und if it be lawful to take a Pardon from the 
< King upon our Knees, | know not what can make it un- 
*© lawful, to take a feal'd/Pardon-from Chrift by his Am- 
#4 baſſuter'wpon our Knees! ' (ay | 
ou ſay in the Second Place, That you don't find that 
che Primitibs Chriſtians: receibd the Sacrament in the 
Poſture vſed by the Church of England, that is, Kneel- 
ing; which you affirm to be of no longer Date than the 
Doctrine af Transſubſtantiation : and that they who 
came to the Communion, were not oblig'd to ſet them- 
felves iti the Poſture of thoſe that Adore, till the x3th 
Century. In Anfwer to your Second and Third Argu- 
ments, I will dare to affirm in the Firſt Place, That you 
don't find that the Primitive Chriſtians ever receiv'd the 
Lord's Suppet in the Poſtare now us'd by the 144 
in England, The practice of the Ancients is ſo far from 
countenancing, that it effectually condemns your Practice. 
In Tertullian time they pray'd ſtanding upon the Lord's 
Day, and all the time between Eaſter and Whitſuntide : 
But on their other Days for Prayer, they alter'd their 
"Poſture, and pray'd Knee ling: So that. you muſt either 
prove that they never reteiv'd the Sacrament: on their 
'Prayct-Days, or you mult allow, that ſometimes they 
receiv'd it Kneeling, But fuppole that they always re- 
"ceived it Standing, (and I challenge you to prove that they 
ever receiv'd it Sitting, ) they receiv'd it in a praying 
- Poſture 3 lo that their Practice very much countenances 
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the Practice of receiving it Kneeling, which is our Pray- 


7 


ins, Poſture. ky 5 5700 bn (9 

Your great Men, ſuch as Gilleſpy, Prynne, &c. who 
affirm, That Kneeling is of no longer Date than the .Do- 
ctrine of Tyanſubſt antiation, only give us their bare 


Words for it. The Pope, who firſt eſtablifh/d: this Do- 
ctrine, was Junocent the Third, about the Year 12197 
and his Succeſſor Honorius was the Man wha decreed A- 
doration to the Feft, about the Year 1219. + The firſt. 


Council which approv'd- of the Papal Decree for Tran- 


Jubſtantiation, was that aſſembled at Conſtance A. D. 1415. 
Now, if it can be prov'd that they us'd an Adoring Po- 
ſture at the Sacrament, before the Doctrine of Fran- 
ſubRantiation was known in the World, you. are much- 
to be blam'd for affirming the contrary ſo poſitively. 


In order to prove this, It is plain from Tertullian's Apo- 
logetick for the Chriſtians, as tranſlated by the Learned 
Mr. Reeves, that the Primitive Chriſtians receiv'd the 
Holy Sacrament Praying. They pray'd for the Univer- 
ſal Peace and Welfare of the Church, for the Tranquil- 
lity and Quietneſs of the World, for their Emperors, 
and all in Authority, &c. But what is {ti} more conſi- 
derable, the Miniſter us'd a Prayer at the delivery of 
the Sacrament to each Communicant, ( as the Learned 
Dr. Cave ſays in his Primitive Chriſtianity, (a)) to which 
everyone at their receiving ſaid, Amen; which may en- 
cline us to think that they were in a Praying Poſture. 


That this was not Sitting is eaſily prov'd; for that Po- 


ſture at Prayer is ſeverely condemn'd by Tertullian and 
others. Tertullian ſays, That it is an Irreverence, which 
the very Heathens, if they did perceive well, and under- 
ſtand what we did, would take Notice of. St. Cyril, 
(whowrote a long time before the Doctrine of Tranſubit an- 
tiation) ſpeaking of the Holy Sacrament ſays, Let them who 
receive it, come near Bowing themſelves in the Poſtuxe of Wor- 
ſhip and Adoration, (b) Theodoret who flouriſh'd above 800 
Years before the Doctrine of Tranſub/tantiation, in a Dia- 
logue between an Orthodox Chriſtian and an Heretick, 
introduces the former thus Dilcourſing concerning the 
Lord's Supper : © The Myſterious Symbols or Signs in the 
„ Sacrament, ( viz. Bread and Wine) depart not from 
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«© their proper Nature; ſor they abide in their former Ef 
“ ſence, and retain their former Shape and Form, and a 
4 prove themſelves both to our Sight and Touc "tos 
« what they were before: But they are conſider'd for ſuch 
©. as they are made, (that is with reſpect to their Spiri- 
« tual Signification, and that Divine Uſe to which they 
<« were Conſecrated) and are Believ'd and Auor dias thoſe 
very Things which they are-believ'd to be.” (4) Theſe 
es are fufficient to my; preſent Purpoſe, vic, to 
prove that the Poſtures us d by the Prinitsue Chriſtans, 
were Poſtures of Worſhip and Adoration : And therefore 
that the Poſture us'd by the Church of England is much 
more agreeable to Antiguity, than that which is us'd by 
vou; for Sitting was never reckon'd by the Primitive 
Chriftians'a fit Poſture for Adoration, But, 

Becauſe ſome of your Leaders have been 10 very kind, 
as to tell the World that Kneeling at the Sacrament is 
Popiſh and Ant ichriſtian, I'll in a few Words Anſwer that 
Objection. A Learned (b) Writer of ours affirms, That 
Kneeling in the Act of receiving, was never an inſtituted 
Ceremony in the Church of Rome. Tho' they were ob- 
lig'd to bow themſelves Reverently at the Adoration of 
the Hoſt ; yet, in the Act of receiving, Kneeling is not 
required, as manifeſtly. appears by the Pope's manner of 
Receiving, which is not Kneeling ; but either Sitting, as 
it was in Boxaventure's time; or after the Faſhion of 
Sitting, or a little leaning upon his Throne, as he doth 

t this Day. So that our Diſſenting Brethren, who are 
55 very much afraid of 1 with the Church of 
Name, are at laſt found to oppoſe the Church of England, 
in a "Ceremony far from being * or Idolatrous 3 
and to Conſorm to the Practice of the Pope in Sit- 
ting at the Sacrament. And this ſhews at once the 
weakneſs of your Fourth Argument, That you fear this 
Poſture may harden Ignorant Papiſts in their Jaolatry. 
How can it be ſuppos d that it ſhould have ſuch an Ef- 
fet; when there is no Elevation of the Hof in the 
Church of England, and ſhe declares expreſly againſt any 
Adoration of the Elements ; eſpecially, when you add 
to this, ( what hat h been already obſerv'd); that the PA. 
pifts do not ſtriftly enjoyn Kneeling, in the act of Re- 
ceiving? I never d- of any in our Communion that 
were led into ſuch an Error, as you ſeem to be afraid of 
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their being led into, by our Poſture of Kneeling... So 
that this is certainly one of the weakeſt Objections 
that was ever thought of, againſt the Uſage of our 
Church, in this particular. | 
And indeed the other Arguments uſed againſt Kneeling, 
at the Sacrament, .(viz,. that Sitting 1 more agreeable 
to the Nature of a Feat, being our Table (a) Poſture, 
and expreſſeth beſt that Familiarity our — admits his 
cople to on this Occaſion; ) fall much ſhort of proving 
the inexpediency of that Geſture, which is uſed in the 
Church of England. Pleaſe to conſider that the Paſſover 
was called a Feaſt by God himſelf. who Inſtitured it, 
and yet he commanded the Children of Jae! to Cele- 
brate it in Egypt after this manner; viz. with their 
Leins Girt, their Shoes on their Feet, and their Staff in 
their Hands: All Signs of Haſte indeed, but no Feaſt or 
Table Geſtures, either among the Jews or the Egyptians. 
Nor indeed is there any thing, except barely the Sitting 
in your Aſſemblies, that is agreeable to the nature of a 
eaſt, becauſe the Communicants are ſeated in their 
ews, Which is hardly like a Feaſt, there being no Ta- 
ble near to m. eg 
The Command that. was given to the Jews to eat the 
over as is abovementioned, ſeems to be perpetually 
Obligatory ; for we. have not the [leaſt intimation to 
the contrary, And yet when the Hraelites were ſettled 
in the Land of Canaan, at reſt (as the Learned Biſhop 
of Sarum lays) this change of their Circumſtances did, 
from the natural ſuitableneſs of things, bring on a Change 
in this part of that Feſtivity : They fate about their Ta- 
bles, or rather Leaned, and ſo they did eat the Lamb in 
that Lazy Poſture, that expreſſed the reſt which God 
had given them, And we are ſure that in this they 
committed no Error, ſince our Saviour himſelf juſtified 
their Practice by Conforming to it. ——— Now it we | 
will apply this ( ſays the ſame Learned Author) to the | 
Chriſtian Paſſover ;, Chriſt being in a State of Humiliation, | 
and in the Form of a Servant, Inſtitutes it; and dors it 
in a familiar poſture of Equality with his Diſciples at 
Table, but gives no Rule how, as to that particular, it 
ought to be obſerved for the future; as Moſes had done. 
Afterwards a vaſt Change happens in his viſible Conditi- 
on, he is Raiſed from the Dead, and Exalted up into 
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Heaven: Upon this Change therefore with Relation to 
his Humane Nature, which was vaſtly more Important, 
than that which bad happened to the Jews, when they 
were brought into the Land of Promiſe; it ſeems to have 
been _ Congruons to that Practice of the Jews, 
with which the rſt Chriſtians could not be unacquain- 
ted, for them to have changed the Poſture, from the 
Appearance of Fimiliarity, to that of Reſpect: And to 
have brought it to the Poſture which they uſe in Pray- 
er and their other Devotions. (a) Ang with this Excel- 
Tent Argument (which is ſufficient to prove the Reaſona- 
bleneſs of Kneeling at the Sacrament, to any unpreju- 
diced Perſon) I cenclude this part of our Conference. 
If you have any other Objections againſt the Church, 
I deftre you'll let me hear em. | ; 
Dif. © Yes, I chuſe to joyn with the Diſſenters, be- 
<< cauſe, | find there is more eare taken to maintain. 
* purity in their Communions, (6) than I could ever 
yet ſee in the Church of England. And indeed as the 
Caſe now ſtands, if the Clergy were ever ſo willing t 
maintain greater Purity in their Communions, I don't 
ſee that they have a ſufficient Power in their Hands to 
do it.“ They can do little more than Advertiſe Of; 
* fenders, (c) and if a Curate will pretend to deny em 
< the Sacrament, they may proſecute him for ſo doing, 
< eſpecially it they do but ſay they Repent, tho' wy 
* give no manner of Evidence of their being in Earneſt. 

Ch. I am afraid this Objection proves nothing when it 
comes to be Examined, but Uncharitableneſs in thoſe 
that make it. Unleſs you can prove that Chrift refules 
to hold "Communion with our Church, in the Uſe of 
thoſe Ordinances which he has appointed, you ought” 
not, according to the Principles of the Old Nonconform- 
i/ts, to refuſe to hold Communion with her. © Men 
« muſt not ſeparate from a Church (ſays Mr. Burroughs) 
** tho” there be Corruptions in it, to gather into a New 
„Church, which may be more pure, and in ſome re- 
© ſpects more Comfortable ; becauſe we never find the 
< Saints in Scripture, Separating, or raiſing Churches, 
jn ſuch a Caſe. And ſecondly, there would be no 
* continuance in Church-Fellowſhip, if this were admit- 
© ted; for what Church is fo pure, and hath all things 
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© fo Comfortable, but within a while another Church 
de will de more pure, and ſome things will be more 
* Comfortable there ? And he concludes with this pru- 
ent Maxim, © The general Peace of the Church 
© ſhould be more regarded, than ſome comfortable Ac- 
K commodations to our ſelves. I hope you're not ſo un- 
charitable, as to believe that we have any Abuſes in this 
Ordinance, equal to thoſe in the Church of Corinth, 
And yet the Apoſtle doth not perſwade the Godly party 
to ſeparate, much leſs to gather a Church out of a 
Church. In the Church of Corinth the Members were 
gown very bad and ſcandalous ; at the very time of 
receiving the Lord's Supper, one was hungry, and another 
was drunken ; (a) and yet the Apoſtle does not command 
'em to forſake the Communion of that Church, where 
theſe ſcandalous Enormities were committed, He char- 
es every Man to Examine himſelf, (and not another) 
(b) before he preſumes to Eat of that Bread, and Drink 
of that Cup, Which Words plainly ſet forth the Duty 
of private Chriſtians, who are not entruſted with a pow- 
er ſudicially to correct Vice, viz. not to abſtain from 
the Sacrament, or to ſeparate from the Church that has 
ſuch Enormities ; but by Preparation and Examination of 
themſelves, to take care that they be not of the Number 
of Unworthy Receivers. | | | 
I hope you are ſo Charitable as to believe, that there 
are a great Number of Good Chriſtians in the Church 
of England: And generally ſpeaking they that receive 
the Sacrament there, ſeem to have as great a Senle of 
of what they are about, as any of our Diſſenting Bre- 
thren. Our Church has given the Miniſter a Power of 
rejecting thoſe that are guilty of any known and ſcan- 
dalous Sin, and they.,are not liable to ſuch Hardſhips 
in performing that part of their Duty, as you inſinuate. 
Every Biſhop is Judge in his own Court, and if a Aini. 
fter gives ſufficient Reafons to his Dioceſan for ſuch re- 
fuſal, I doubt not but the BiÞop will engage that he ſhall 
be no Sufferer, fox ,Conlcientioully diſcharging his Duty. 
The Lord Biſhop of Sarum adviſes his Clergy to require 
from the People, the Obſervation of the firſt Rubrick in 
the Communion Office, that ſuch of em as intend to 
receive, ſhould ſend in their Names beforehand, that if 
there be need for it, they may Adviſe and Aſliſt any of 
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thoſe that are fit to be Admitted; and reject thoſe that 
are not. And if his Clergy ſee occaſion to reje& any, 
I doubt not but his Lordſhip will Countenance them with 
his Authority. (4) 5 N 
We complain; tis true, of the want of a Godly Diſci- 
ine, and Jam afraid our woful Divifions almoſt render 
t impracticable. It's too Notorious to eſcape any Mans 
Obſervation, that a great many of our Diſſemers, axe 
Perfons that have left the Church, on the Account of 
ſome diſlike to their Pariſh Miniſter, very often occaſion 
by ſome Diſpute about Tythes, Offerings, &c. n 
Now it is very likely, ſince Men have ſuch very wild No- 
tions of Church Communion, and axe ſo inſenſible of the 
Obligations they are under to promote Unity and Peace 
as to break it upon ſuch very trifling Reaſons, and cut 
themſelves from the Communion of the Church, which, 
according to true Diſcipline, would be reckoned a 
moſt ſevere Puniſhment; they will not at all value their 
being rejected from the Lord's Supper, becaoſe they can 
joyn themſelves to ſeparate Aſſembſies. ok 
So that to deal plainly with you, by encouraging Sepa- 
ration, you render Diſcipline impracticable. You teach 
Men not to value Excommunication, and affirm that they 
may break the Communion of the Church of England, 
without contracting any manner of Guilt, and then com- 
plain that we have not the Godly Diſcipline, which you 
judge necefſary, to preſerve purity in our Communion, 
for want of which you Affirm yòu may ſafely leave us. 
This puts me in mind of the Fable of the Pond, that 
grudged at the Banks and Damm, and thought it injurious 
to be reſtrained from its Liberty, and therefore combined 
with the Winds to raiſe a Tempelt, and then aſſaulted and 
beat down the Banks in their Rage: After which, there 
was a loud complaint, that there was not, as formerly, a 
aceful Aſſociation! of Waters: Unleſs you have better 
133 (with relation to the Lord's Supper) for your 
Separation, it's very unwarrantable. 3 
Diſſ.“ Don't you think it's * Honour of the 
© Church, to be kept as pure as poſſible, and not left to 
© bea Sink of all forts of Sin and Wickednels? (b) 
Ch. Yes certainly, and I really think (making al 
lowances for numbers) thatwe have as many good Chri- 
| 6 Vifitation Charge. p. 18. 
b) Lay-NonConformity Juſtißed. p. 37. 
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ſtians in the Church, as you have in your ſeparate Aſ- 
ſemblies. But it ought always to be remembred, that 
there are looſe and ſcandalous Perſons, Men of no Religi- 
on, who call themſelves Church-men, only becauſe it is 
Eſtabliſhed. And if Presbytery were Eſtabliſhed, they 
would declare themſelves of that Party, only becaule they 
will be of the ſtrongeſt fide. Many inſtances might be 
given of Perſons notoriouſly Impious, that were eminent 
Profeſſors in the laſt Age, I intreat you, Sir, to have a 
care of being fo uncharitable, as to inſinuate that the 
Church is a Sink of all forts of Sin and Wickedneſs, becauſe 
That is a Crime of as heinous a nature as any you can 
charge upon us. Suppoſe I ſhould affirm, that they who 
are guilty of raiſing falſe Reports, of reproaching their 
Neignbours, eſpecially of flandering ſuch a venerable Body 
of Men, as the Clergy in the Church of Ergland, ought 
not to be Communicated with ; elpecially, when not one 
of theſe Offenders is called to repentance for it ; what 
Anſwer can you make, that will not effectually refute 
your own Objeftion ? For Hatred, Variance, Emulati- 
ons, Wrath and Strife, are as certainly the Works of the 
Fleih, as other notorious Vices are. That theſe are Sins 
too common among your Party, I am very unwilling to In- 
finuate, but whether I mention it or no, it is too notorious to 
eſcape the World's Obſervation. (a) | 

Dif. The Apoſtle obſerves (1 Cor. 5. 6.) That a little 
Leaven leaveneth the whole Lump; (b) and that I may the 
better ſecure my own Innocency, I chuſe to joyn with a 
Society where there is the ſtricteſt Holineſs. 

Ch. | have had as many opportunities of making my 
Remarks upon the Converſation both of Church men and 
Diſſenters, as ever you have had, and I ſolemnly profeſs, 
that I find as many honeſt good Men in the Communion 
of the Church of England (making allowances for num- 
bers) as ever | found among the Diſſenters. Bur allow- 
ing that your Societies are much purer, let us fee what 
force there is in your Argument. 

What St. Paul ſuys in the Text you have cited, is a Pro- 
verbial Speech, and ſhews only that Sin, like Leaven, is 
of a very ſpreading and diffuſive Nature, not that it 
actually defiles where it is not admitted. Whereas you 
ſeem falſely to Inſinuate, that by communicating with 
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wicked Men, we become partakers in their Sins; which, 
if true, I don't fee how a Man can ſafely communicate 
with any Chriſtian Society upon Earth. I ſhall be glad 
to know a Reaſon, why the Holy Ordinance of God, 
and the Preſence of good Men at 'em, may not have as 
much Vertue and Efficacy, to purge and ſanctify the 
whole Body, as the impurities of the Bad have to Stain 
and Pollute it; eſpecially conſidering that the Sins of 
the Wicked ſhall never be imputed to the Righteous, but 
the Prayers of the Righteous have obtained Pardon for 
the Wicked, Hezekiah prayed for the People who had 
not clzanſed themſelves, and yet did eat the Paſſover, and 
the Lord hearkned to Hezekiah, and vealed the People, You 
have his Prayer he made uſe of on this Occaſion, 2 Chror. 
c. 30. ver. 18. 9. 
* Proud Man, ſays Mr. Baxter, will not grow in the ſame 
* Field or Church where Tares do grow, but will tranl- 
© plant them ſelves, beca God will not pluck up theTares; 
« eipeciall-, if any Minuterlal neglect of Diſcipline be con- 
* joyncd ; and inſtead of blaming their own Pride, lay the 
* blame on the Corruptions of the Church. —ThePhariſees 
* Liturgy is frequent in ſeparate Aſſemblies, God I thank 
© thee, I am not as other Men. | 

„ Conſider this (ſays he) it is the Judgment of ſome, 
& that Thouſands are gone to Hell, and Ten Thouſands 
Jon their March thither, that in all probability had 
© never come there, if they had not been tempted from 
the Pariſh Churches, for enjoyment of Communion in 
* a purer Church. (a) To this I'll only add, that you 
have no warrant from the word of God, to ſeparate from 
a Church that has impure, or (if you pleaſe) rotten Mem- 
bers in her Communion. This is plain, from the repre- 
ſentation Chrift hath made of his Church in the Goſpel, 
comparing it to a Field where Wheat and Tares grow to- 
gether, to a Marriage Feaſt where are Wiſe and Feoltſh 
V irgins, Where ſome had Oyl, and others only empty 
Lamps, intimating that there would bea mixture of good 
and bad; and he gives no warrant to the good to ſeparate 
themſelves from the unholy. So that your Plea for Sepa- 
ration, viz. To ſecure your own Innocency, is a very 
groundleſs one. The late learned Biſhop of Sarum writ- 
ing upon this Head, ſays, ©* St, Paul finds great fault with 
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* many Errors, ſome bad practices, and ſcandals amongſt 
* the Corinthians; yet tho' in one Caſe he thunders a 
&* ſevere Sentence upon a more eminently ſcandalous Man, 
© he never ſo much as infinuates, that the reſt of the 
© Body ſhould ſeparate themſelves from thoſe Erroneous 
de or Irregular be; on the contrary, he preſſes the Ob- 
* ligations to Unity moſt vehemently on the Corinthians, 
* tho' this was the Church, which he charged the moſt 
© ſeverely of all others, both with Errors, Diſorders in 
„ Worſhip, and Scandalous Practices. (a) 1 5 
There are ('tis true) many other Objections made a- 
gainſt mixt Communions; but what has been ſaid in 
anſwer to thoſe you have already made, is a ſufficient 
anſwer to any others that J have yet met with; and will, I 
hope (when you come to think ſeriouſly upon the Matter) 
be ſufficient to convince you, that your Pleas for Separati- 
on, drawn from this Topick, are very weak ones. 
Diſſ. I have bur very little time more to ſtay with you; 
I promiſe you, I'll think on what you have ſaid when ] 
have an opportunity; but before I leave you, pray tell me 
what you have to ſay in Vindication of the People's reci- 
ting the Pſalms, and Hymns, and ſome Petitions in the 
Prayers by turns with the Miniſter. Ican't approve of 
it, their ſpeaking ſo loud being to me very diſcompoling,(b) 
Ch. You ſeem diſpoſed to find fault, when you have no 
occaſion : it's probable, if the Church had decreed that 
the Laity ſhould not with an audible Voice bear a part 
in the publick Worſhip of God, you wou'd then have 
complained of being deprived of your Liberty, and have 
brought inſtances our of the Scriptures (which you may 
eaſily do) to prove that the People had ſuch a Liberty. 
But to proceed in anſwer to your Objection. You ought 
to conſider what Advantages there are in this Manage- 
ment of our Publick Service, the uſe of the Tongue tends 
to the awakning of the Mind, and (c) Mr. Baxter lays, it was 
the decay of zeal in thebeople that firſt ſhut out the Reſpon- 
ſes. The Primitive Chriſtians were ſo full of Zeal and 
Love to Chrit, that they would have thought it an un— 
reaſonable reſtraint, not to have had the Liberty to bear 
a part in the Prayers and yraiſcs of the Caurch, You ſtill 
allow the people to bear an equal part in finging the 
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t ſalmt, which contain both Prayers and Praiſes; now if 
phey may do this in Pſalms in Metre, it requires a very 

enetrating Judgment, to ſhew why they may not da 
it in Proſe; ſince ſaying and ſinging are only different 
Modes of utterance. Inſtead of finding fault with this 
Uſage of the Church, I beſeech you to follow the Adviſe 
of the forecited Author, to Jabour to reſtore the Life and 
Spirit to the Words, that they may be again uſed in a 
ſerious and holy manner, as heretofore. It is (fays the 
fame Author) a Command, Let all the People — thee, 
O God, and he that will limit this to ſingle Perſons, or 
ſay that it muſt not be vocally in the Church; or, it muſt 
be in Metre only, and never in Proſe, muſt prove it, leſt 
he be proved one, that addeth to God's Word. 

Your bare ſaying, that ſuch Reſponſes are very diſ- 
compoſing, is a very poor Plea for — 

Diſſ. The Bowing towards the Eaft, and at the Men- 
tion of the Name of Jeſus, when there is no ſuch Re- 
verence paid at the Name of God, Jehovah, &c. which 
to be ſure are equally Venerable; I will not ſay is Super 
flitious, but it's what J could never ſee accounted for. 

Ch. It's a Sign your Cauſe is very weak, ſince it ſtands 
in need of ſuch ſlender Supports. If you have a mind, you 
may Expreſs your Reverence to the Name of 6, Je- 
hovah, &e. by ſome proper outward Geſture, and | be- 
tieve no Body will be offended at it. Why then do 
you urge this as a Reaſon for Separation? 

That Cuſtom which you are offended with, is very 
Antient. The Primitive Chriſtians ( ſays a Learned Au- 
thor in a late Excellent Book) turned to the Altar or 
Eaft, not only at the Confeſſions of Faith, but in all the 
Publick Prayers. And therefore Epiphanius ſpeaking of 
the Madneſs of the Impoſtor Elz&xs, counts this as one 
Inſtance of it among other things, that he forbad Pray- 
ing towards the Eaft. (a) 

As for the Bowing at the Name of Jeſus, the Church 
ſpeaks thus concerning it in her 18th Canon, That when 
in time of Divine Service the Lord Jeſus ſhall be mentione 
due and lowly Reverence ſhall be done by all Perſons, as hat 
been accuftomed, teſtifying by this outward Ceremony and 
Geflure, their due acknowledgement, that the Lord Jeſus 
Chrift, the true and only Son-of God, is the only Saviour of 
the World, in whom alone all the Mercies, Graces, and 
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Promiſes of God to Mankind, for this Life and the Life to 
come, are fully and wholly compriſed. This Cuſtom ſeems 
to be very uſeful againſt the Arians, and other Enemies of 
our Lord's Divinity, and therefore never more ſtrictly 
* be 8 up, than in theſe Days, wherein thoſe Enemies 


und. 

Dif. © ] don't like your Sitting while the Epiſtle are 
* read, and ſtanding at the Goſpels ; it looks as if you 
thought one part of Scripture was worthy of more 
<< reipe& than Another, which is a miſtaken Notion.(a) 

Ch. And if it was a Miſtake, is this a Reuſon for Sepa- 
ration ? We are ſure it was a very Antient Uſage in the 
Catholick Church, both throughout the Eaſt and Weft, and 
our Church continues the Practice on the ſame Account, 
as Expreſſing an Extraordinary Reverence to our Lord's 
own Words. A Reverential Cuſtom, ſays the forecited 
Author, ſurely very meet to he kept up ev'ry where, 
irs Honour to the Son of God, but eſpecially in this 
Church and Nation, ſince no leſs is paid to our King him- 
ſelf, at the reading of whoſe Commiſſions the higheſt 
Court among us, even of our Nobles, ſtand up and unco- 
ver the Head. (b) The Epiſtles are the Words of the 
Servants, and at the reading of 'em they were antiently 
indulg'd in the Poſture of Sitting; but they ſtood up it 
the reading of the Goſpel, as being the Word of the 
Maſter. St. Baſil ſays, Legitur Evangelium Stantibus om- 
nibus cum timore & Reverentia, I hope this will ſatisfie 
you as an Anſwer to this Obje&ion, which indeed affects 
the Controverſie very little. 

Dif. © The Inſtramental Muſick which is us'd in ma- 
& ny Places, and the extraordinary Pomp of your Cathe- 
* dral Devotion, does not ſeem ſuited to the Simplicity 
« of the Goſpel ; and therefore I don't approve of it. (c) 

Ch. Unleſs you have Organs in your Pariſh Church, 
this Objection is nothing at all to the purpole : And it 
you have, I will be much oblig'd to you, if you'll fur- 
niſh me with a good Argument to prove, that a Tune up- 
on the Organs is not lawful, or ſo agreeable to the Sim- 
plicity of the _ as Vocal Muſick is. Organs, and 
other Muſical lnſtruments, are helps to raiſe the Spirits 
in the Praiſes of God, and may be uſed for that end; as 
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good Singing is, without deſtroying the Simplicity of the 
Goſpel. If you don't like the extraordinary Pomp of 
our Cathedral Devotion, never mention it again, I entreat 
you, to juſtifie Lay Non. conformity, for you muſt needs ex- 
poſe your ſelf by doing it; becauſe every Man may keep 
to his own Pariſb-Church, where there is not that ex- 
traordinary Pomp which you dillike. | 

Dig. J don't like the vaſt number of Holidays which 
the Church has appointed ; it is an unwarrantable En- 
trenchment on that (a) time which God by his Fourth 
Commandment has allowed us for our own Employ- 
ments. 

Ch. The Reaſon of your diſlike, viz. that the appoin- 
ting ſo many Holidays is an Entrenchment on our time 
which God has allowed us by the Fourth Commandment, 
is a gross miſtake ; becauſe theſe Words in that Com- 
mand, Six Days ſhalt thou Labour, are not to be under- 
ſtood as a perpetual Command ( ſays the late Biſhop of 
() Sarum) otherwiſe God himſelf had appointed a vi- 
olation of this, by all thoſe other Days of Reſt that 
were enjoyned the Jews, all which were call'd Sabbaths. 
Therefore the Importance of the Fourth Command is 
only this, © That when that Precept was firſt given, 
* God left Mankind free for Six Days, and only reſer- 
* ved a Seventh for Reſt and Religion; but that did not 
« limit himſelf, nor all other Lawful Powers, from 
making further Impoſitions for Reſt and Religious 
« Exerciles.” And this is allow'd by your ſelves, in 
keeping the Fth of November an Annual T hankſgiving- 
Day for a National Deliverance. 

If I ſhould defire you to mention any Church that did 
not always Obſerve, and ſet apart Feſtival Commemora- 
tions of the Saints, you would be hard put to it to find 
out one. The Feait of Eafter in Memory of our Savi- 
our's Reſurre&ion, may be trac'd back as far as the A- 
poſtles Days. Polycarp Biſhop of Smyrna, who accord- 
ng to the Cuſtom of other Antient Churches, celebra- 
ted Eaſter Day on the 14th of the Moon, alledges the 
Authority of St. John for his Practice. And tho' the 
Controverſie concerning the time of Keeping this Fe/t;- 
val, was carried on too far; yet, we never find that it 
Was ſo much as doubted whether Eaſter was ta be 
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kept or no. The Nativity of Chrift was Religionſly ob- 
ſerv'd by the Primitive Chriſtians, ſo was the Pentecoſt or 
Whitſuntide for the Miſſion of the Holy Ghoft ;, they had 
Annual Days for Solemnizing the Memories of the Bleſe— 
ed Apoſties. And Mr. Baxter ſays, © I don't ſcruple to 
& keep a Day in Memory of any Eminent Servant of 
« Chriſt, or Martyr, to praiſe God for their Doctrine, 
« or Example, and Honour their Memorial. (a) In an- 
other place, ſpeaking of Holidays, he ſays, © I would ob- 
& ſerve the Day rather than offend a weak Brother, much 
©. more rather than I would make any Diviſion in the 
„Church. (b) So that this Objection againſt Holidays 
ought not to be mentioned among the Reaſons for your 
Non-conformity, unleſs in this Caſe you will have no re- 
gard to the practice of the Primitive Chriſtians, which at 
other times you ſeem to have a veneration for, where you 
imagine it ſerves your turn. 

Di. [fall the Obje&ions I have made againſt theChurch 
were fairly Anſwered, even to my own ſatisfaction, there 
is one thing remaining, that will engage me to ſeparate from 
your Eſtabliſhed Chrrch, viz. The Obligation I am un- 
der to own an injured Miniſtry, Our Miniſters (I am 
ſatisfied) are very mrovpf/y ind unjuſtly kept out of the 
Church; (c) I think 'tis my duty to own and eacourage 
them, eſpecially ſince it is a farther Reformation they are 
pleading for, and in adhering to them, I reckon, appear 
for the Caule of Chriſt, 

Ch. If your Argument proves any thing at all, it proves 
more than you intend or can allow of, viz. That any 
Perſons, of whatever perſwaſion, are obliged to continue 
in the Separation they are engaged in, and are engaged to 
adhere to their Teachers; becaule they are kept out of 
the Church. You have certainly obliged the Non jurors 
very highly, and preſs'd a duty on 'em to appear for, 
and ſtand by (what they call) an injured Miniſtry. This 
ſpecious pretence might have paſſed at the Reſtoration, 
when the Uſurpers were obliged to quit theirPreferments, 
to make room for the right Owners, and were deprived 
of a Maintenance ; but I can ſee no Reaſon why it ſhould 
be urged now, becaule your prom ſet of Teachers were 
not deſigned for the Service of the Church, but Educated 
and Ordained to keep up the Schiſin, and cannot be pro- 
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perly ſaid to be wronged or injured, becauſe they are not 
deprived of any Priviledge that they ever had, or hindred 
of enjoying any 1 that, as Diſſenters, they were 
bred up in expectation of. If they think they have any 
Injury done to 'em, becauſe the Government does not 
admit 'em to have a ſhare in the Revenues of the Church, 
we know what we are to expect from em. After all the 
fine Speeches they have made, as grateful acknowledge- 
ments for the 2 allowed to them, and declared 
themſelves very well ſatisfied with their Liberty; they 
are wrongfully and unjuſtly kept out of the Church; whether 
this is not charging the Government with dealing in- 
jurioully with 'em, let any unprejudiced Perſon de- 
termine, 

Ainiſterial Conformity is not properly the Thing in 
Diſpute with us, therefore J will not take «ny Notice of 
the common Objections that are made agaiii{t 't | have 
already ſaid enough to prove that thoſe you call Miniſters 
are no Miniſters, and therefore you cannot bu under any 
Obligation to encourage and ſtand by em. Fur fince 
you here revive that part of the Controverſie, I will of- 
fer a few Things againſt your preſent Argument. : 

x. I affirm that Chriſt is the Head of that Society which 
is call'd his Church, 

2. Therefore every Perſon Miniſtring in the ſeveral 
Offices appointed by him in that Society, muſt Miniſter 
in Subordination to him, as his Subſtitute, and in his 
Name, (i. e.) he ought to be Commiſſion'd by the S- 
preme Head and Governour to do lo. | 

3. The Perſons who were Commiſſion'd by Chrift, were 
the Apoftles, &c. io whom he gave Power to appoint 
others to ſucceed 'em; and after his Aſcenſion they ex- 
oy this Power, and Ordained Elders in every Cuy, 

s 14. 23. 

4. They who were Ordained by the Apaſtles, had alſo 
a Power to Ordain others, For this IT left I thee in 
2 that thou ſhould\t— Ordaia Elders in every City, 
And, 

5. The Perſons who were entruſted with the Power of 
Ordaining others, were Biſhops, and not meer Presbyters ; 
as is evident from the Writings of the moſt Antient Fa- 
thers, who ſucceeded the Apoſtles, and could not be 167 
norant of the Practice of the Church in the Apoſtolic 
Age: And allo from the Writings of thoſe in after Ages 
Who ſpeak as low and moderate of Epiſcopacy as on 
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be; for Proof of this I refer you to what I have already 
ſaid. The promiſcuous Uſe of the Names in the New 
Teftament, does no more prove the Order and Office to 
be the ſame, than the uſe of the Word Imperator in Ro- 
man Hiſtories, proves that the Emperors of Rome were 
only Generals of Armies, and every General was an Em- 
peror, becauſe the Word is indifferently us'd for either. 

6. Therefore the Perſons you call true Miniſters of 
Chriſt, ſince they are not Ordained by thoſe who have 
the power to call and (end Miniſters into the Lord's Vine- 
yard, are no true Miniſters, as appears by the 5th Pro- 
poſition, 

7. To joyn with thoſe who are not commiſſioned by 
Chriſt (i. e.) by the power he left in His Church, is in 
ſome meaſure to countenance their Uſurpation, as ap- 
pears from the 1½, and 24, Propoſitions. Therefore, 

Laſtly, Your encouraging and ſtanding by ſuch Per- 
ſons, cannot be called an appearing for Chriſt ; but is in 
plain Terms, an appearing againſt him, becanſe you ap- 
pear for ſuch as Act in Oppoſition to that Authority which 
Chriſt gave to His Church. | 

If this is not a ſatisfactory Anſwer to your Objection, 
J intreat yon to read Dr. Wells Theſes againſt Mr. Pierce, 
where it is clearly proved that Presbyters at the Reforma- 
tion (and from them you derive your Orders) were not 
1 with the Power of Ordaining other Preſ- 

ters. 

"To this I'll only add, That if Presbyterian Ordination 
is valid (which I could never yet ſee proved) many of 
our Diſſenting Brethren Countenance and Encourage ſuch 
Perſons as have no Miſſion at all, according to their own 
Principles; I mean your Candidates, who are allowed to 
Preach, to give proof of their Abilities. You know that 
ſeveral of the largeſt Meeting- Horſes in London are often 
ſupplied one part of the Lord's Day by ſuch Unſcriptural 
Officers. And ſeveral Diſſenting Congregations in the 
Country, have no other Teachers than ſuch Candidates (a). 


——.J UCC 


—— — 
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(a) A Congregation of Presbyterians, at Fiſhlake in Yorkſhire, 
attended for ſeveral Years on the Preach'ns of Mr. Warham, 4 
Gentleman who was Educated in the Univerſity of Cambridge, in the 
time of the Uſurpation ; but never had either Epiſcopal or Presby» 
terian Ordination. He went conſtantly to che Church after ve left that 
Place, and continued to de ſo till he Died; w # not abyve four er 
five Tears ago. 
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I hope you will not pretend, that they who ſubſcribe ta 
ſupport the Lectures Preached in ſeveral parts of the City 
by ſuch Candidates, encourage an injured Miniſtry ; for 
according to your own Notions, they encourage thoſe 
who have no Orders at all. And if the Apoftles Gueſtion 
ſhould be put to ſuch Perſons, viz. How ſhall they Pre ach ex- 
2 they be ſent? they muſt needs anſwer it, after the 
aſſuming and arrogant manner of ſome Men, as well as 
if they were ſent, If you have any other Objections againft 
the Church of England, I deſire you'll let me hear em 
and I will give you all the ſatisfaction I am able, for 
would willingly 4 pe you'to return to that Church, 
from which you have ſo cauſle lly ſeparated. N 
Diff. I need not tell you, that your Cathedral Devo- 


tion is managed ina quite different manner from that 


<< of the Pariſh Churches; that many of your own Ca- 
& non, are diſuſed, not only by the Laity, but by the 
* Clergy too, notwithſtanding the Solemn Obligation they 
Ware under to Act in Conformity to them; that ſome 
of the very Doctrinal Articles of the Church are flatly 
denied, and preached againſt by many of your moſt Ce- 
© lebrated Miniſters, after a deliberate Subſcription of 
them (a); and that the Epiſcopal Clergy and their 
* hearers in North-Britain, are Separatiſts from the e- 
* ſtabliſhed Church there, and yet you don't think that 
* Church-Unity is broke on any of theſe Accounts : And 
© why ſhould Diſſenters, who hold the ſame Articles of 
** Faith you do, and differ from you only in the Circum- 
** ſtantials of Religion, be thought ſo Criminal? 

Ch. Don't be angry if I tell you, that all you have ſaid 
is nothing to the purpoſe. Our Cathedral Devotion is 
not managed exactly after the ſame manner as it is in 
Pariſh Churches. In the former they ſing the Pſalms and 
Hymns, in the latter they are read; but the Miniſters who 
officiate in both, have the ſame Epiſcopal Ordination, the 
Prayers they offer up to God are the fame, and fo are all 
the parts of Devotion. The Sacraments are adminiſtred 
after the ſame manner, and there is not the leaſt Alerati- 
on to countenance your Opinion, that the Unie of the 


Church is as much broken by the different manner 


5 ing the Publick Service, in the Cathedral and Pariſh 
Churches, as it is by your Separation, and ſetting up Altar 


* —— 


— — 


againſt Altar (as the Antients expreſs themſelves) &c. 


| (a) Lay-NonConformity Juſtified. p. 43. 
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Unleſs you think that different Modes of Utterance, ſuch 
as ſinging and ſaying, can make ſuch a difference; if ſo, 
then a different Dreſs is a ſufficient Argument to prove, 
that a Man is not the ſame when he wears a plain Coat, 
that he was when he wore an Embroider'd ane. | 
Tf when you ſay many of our Canons are diſus'd, you 
mean that many, both of the Laity and Clergy don't per- 
form what by the Rules of our Church they are obliged 
to, they ought tobe blamed for ſuch Omiſſions; but I can» 
not ſee how they can be accuſed of breaking the Unity of 
the Church, unleſs it be the ſame thing to omit ſome 
things required by a Church, and to caſt off her Authori- 
ty entirely, and form other Societies in oppoſition to her; 
which no Man of Senſe will ever affirm. 

If you mean that ſome Canons are generally diſuſed, 
That is done by the Authority of the Church, and fo is no- 
thing at all to your purpoſe. | 

If any of the Clergy of the Church, deny and Preach a- 
gainſt any of the Doctrinal Articles, I am very ſorry for 
it ; but methinks you ought to be very cautious how you 
affirm ſuch a thing. It may be what you call denying 
theſe Articles, is only explaining 'em in ſuch a manner as 
is not agreeable to your Fa ment; and you only imitate 
Dr. Edwards in his Modeſt, Charitable way of ſpeaking, 
who ſtigmatizes many-of the Clergy as Apoſtates, for not 
taking ſome of the Doctrinal Articles of the Church in the 
ſame ſence that he did. (a) But if your Charge againſt em 
be true, it's plain they don't break the Unity of the 
Church on the account of ſuch differences, and ſo the 
Caſe between them and you is far from being a Parallel 
_— 

You ſay that the Epiſcopal Clergy, and their Hearers in 
North- Britain, are Separatiſis from the eſtabliſhed Church 
there, and we don't reckon that Church. Unity is broken on 
that Account. No indeed, we do not, any more than we 
thought the Unity of the Church was broken by the Epiſ- 
copal Clergy, and thoſe that adhered to 'em in England, in 
the time of the Uſurpation of Oliver Cromwell, when Preſ- 
byterial Church Government was ſettled in a great part of 
the Kingdom. 

And now I'll anſwer your Queſtion, why Diſſenters 
ſhould be thought ſo Criminal? Becauſe they are ſo in 
Fact. Is there not a vaſt difference between holding Com- 

(a) Sermon Preached upon the Union, ; 

N 2 munion 
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munion with the Church, notwithſtanding ſome diffe- 
rences, and breaking the Unity of it, only on the Account 
of Circumſtantials in Religion, things that are allowed 
not to be ſinful in their own Nature, but are quarrel'd at 
becauſe they are impoſed by a lawful Authority ? Con- 
ſider ſeriouſly, I beſeech you, whether the Pleas made 
uſe of by you in our Diſcourſe, can warrant your Separa- 
tion, It's plain they cannot in the Judgment of the Old 
Non-conformifts, who, tho' they would not ſubſcribe to 
the Ceremonies, yet they were againſt ſeparation from the 
Publick Worſhip upon the account of 'em. . 

Dif. If the Unity of the Church be, as you ſay, at the 
Stake, why are not thoſe things removed, which (though 
we reckon ſinful) you your ſelves acknowledge to be but 
indifferent? (a) Let the rigid Impoſers of unlamful and 
wineceſſary things clear themſelves if they are able. Men 
may talk as long as they will of Church Unity, and diſcover 
all the warmth imaginable in the defence of it ; if at the 
ſame time they — refuſe to part with a Ceremo- 
ny for its ſake, Standers by will conclude (and with very 
good reaſon) that they have it not ſo much at Heart, as 
they would make the World believe they have. 

Ch. Iam ſorry you would not be ſo free as to ſpeak your 
Mind fully and plainly before; you inſinuated as if you 
thought our terms of Communion ſinful ; but now, in 
plain Terms you affirm it, and call them unneceſſary and 
unlawful. I muſt beg of you to have a little patience, un- 
till l examine your Argument. But firſt I muſt tell you, 
it would have been much fairer to have attempted to 
prove our terms of Communion unlawful, when we were 
talking about theſe particular things, rather than to 
affirm em to be ſo in general, and not fo much as offer 
one Argument to prove your Aſſertion. 

That I may clear the Church of England of that heavy 
Charge you have drawn up againſt her, viz. Of impoſing 
unneceſſary and unlawful Terms of Communion, I will briefly 
ſhew from the Writings of the moſt eminent Non-confor- 
miſts, that the Terms of Communion with our Church (and 
they were the ſame then as they are now) are not unlaw- 
ful. And firſt, I will take notice of what they ſay con- 
cerning the Church of England in general. The Old 
Non-conformiſts, in their confutation of the Brownifts, ſay, 
& That the Church of England is a true Church of Chrift, 


(e) Lay-Nonconformity Jutified. p. 43. 


© and 
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<< and ſuch a one as from which whoſoever wittingly and 
„* willingly ſeparates himſelf, cutteth himſelf off from 
© Chriſt, (a) We enjoy, ſay they, and joyn together in 
© the uſe of thoſe outward means, which God hath or- 
© dained in His Word for the gathering a viſible Church 

* and have been effectual in the unfeigned Converſion o 

1 * as appears, both by the other Fruits of Faith, 
* and by the Martyrdom which ſundry have endured, 
* that were Membersof our Church, &c. The Worſhip 
performed in the Church of England, is owned by Mr. Hil- 
aerſham for the matter and ſubſtance of it, to be good, and 
ſuch as Men may be Edifyed by. (b) 

The Miniſtry of the Church is allowed to be true by ſe- 
veral of em. Mr. Bradſbam affirms, That the Miniftry (how- 
ever it may in ſome particular parts of the Execution hap- 
ly be defective, in ſome places) is, for the ſubſtance of it, 
that very ſame Miniſtry which Chrift hath ſet in the Church. 
This he ſpeaks (as he ſaith) of thoſe that do Subſcribe and 
Conform, according to the Law of the State, (c) Mr. Cotton 
ſays, © The power whereby the Miniſters in England do 
« adminiſter the Word and Sacraments, is either Spiri- 
« tual and proper, Eſſential to their calling, or adven- 
te titious and accidental. The former they have received 
ce from Chrift. &c. the latter from the Patron who Pre- 
c ſents, or the Biſbop who Ordains. (d) Other Authorities 
to this purpoſe may eaſily be quoted, bur are need leſs, be- 
cauſe our Diſſenting Brethren do all own that our Clergy are 
true Miniſters, that is, have a valid Ordination. So that 
is not reckoned ſinful. Now if the Church of England be 
a true Church, the Miniftry a true Miniſtry, the Doctrine 
Sound and Orthodox, the Worſhip in the main, good and 
allowable (all which things are owned by the moſt emi- 
nent Non: con formiſts) then Communion with the Church 
is at leaſt la yful. 

That it was not lawful to make a total Separation 
from the Church, is equally plain from the Witings of 
the Nonconformiſts; and this indeed is a natural Conſe- 
quence from their owning her to be a true Church, 

Mr. Brightman ſaith, the Error of theſe Men is full 
of Evil, who do in ſuch a manner make a Departure 


— — 


— — 


(a) A grave and ſober Conſutat on. p. 1. &c. p. 57. (Y] Lecture 
26 on John p. 121. (e) Unreaſonableneſs of the Separation. p. 16. 
(4) Cotron's Infant Baptiſm. p. 181. f. 

om 
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from this Church (by total Separation) as if Chriſt 
were quite baniſhed from hence, and that there could be 
no Hope of Salvation to thoſe that abide there, (a) 
Mos Baxter ſays, I conftantly join in my Pariſb. Church in 
Liturgy and Sacraments, (b) Mr. Burroughs ſays, “ to 
* * in nothing, becauſe they cannot join in all things 
* is a dividing Practice. (c) The denying of Aſſent an 
Conſent to all and every thing contained in the Book of 
Cummon. Prayer, doth not gainſay the lawfulneſs of part aking. 
in that Worſhipping, it being ſound for the Subſtance in the 
main, &c. as à judicious Perſon hath obſerved. (4) Now 
fince theſe eminent Perſons will not allow of a total 
Separation from the Church, *tis evident they did not be- 
heve the Terms of Communion to be ſinful, for then they 
would certainly have defended a Total Separation, 

will next enquire what was theit Opinion concern- 
ing Forms of Prayer, and I doubt not but I can make 
it appear, that they thought Forms of Prayer lawful. It 
is lawful to embrace Communion with Churches where 
pnÞblick Forms are in Uſe ; neither doth it lie as a Duty 
on a Believer, that he disjoin and ſeparate himſelf from 
fuch a Church, is the Opinion of one who was no great 
Friend to Fornis of Prayer. (e) Mr. Baxter faith, © That 
e that which is not directly or Ar forbidden 
by God, remaineth lawful. A ſtinted Liturgy is not 
* direftly or conſequentially forbidden of God, there- 
« fore it remaineth lawful. (f) Nothing but a Pro- 
Hibition can make a Thing Unlawful ; for where there 
is no Law, there can be no Tranſgreſſion. 

— 1 of our Litargy, one of em ſays, “ That the 
«* Engliſh Liturgy is gathered according to the Antients, 
the pareft of em, and is not a Collection out of the 
F Maſs-Book (as ſome Dealers in Scandal falſly affirm 
< but a refining of that Liturgy, which heretofore ha 
* been ſtained with the Maſs &c. and is not a Tranſ- 
* lation of the Maſs, but a Reftitution of the Antient 
* Liturgy.” (g) The fame Author affirms, © that the 
*© Chriſtian Ofarches of Antient Times, for the ſpace 
* of this fourteen hundred Years at leaſt, if not from 
© the Apofles time, have had their Stinted Liturgies. ” (h) 


Is it not then a high Degree gf Pride, to conclude that 


(a) On Revelations chap. 3. (b) Sacrileg. p. 75. (e) Bur- 
rough's Iren. p. 182. (4) Corbet's Plea for Lay-Communion, &c. 
P. 2. (e) Norton's Reſp. ad Apol. c. 13. ( Chriſtian Directory. 
P. 847. (g) Mr. Ball's Tryal. p. 155. (% 1bid. p. 96. 3 
| almo 
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almaſt all Chriſt's Churches in the World for theſe ſour- 
teen hundred Years at leaſt, to this Day, have offered 
ſuch Worſhip unto God, as that you are obliged to avoid 
it? and that almoſt all the Catholick Church on Earth 
this day, is below your Communion for uſing Forms? (a) 
Theſe Inſtances are ſufficient to my Purpoſe, viz." to 
ore that Forms of Prayer may lawfully be uſed in the 
orſhip of God, and that our Liturgy in particular 
may lawfully be uſed, If you ſay that the impoſing 
f it makes it ſinful, I am at a loſs to know by what 
Ert of Arguments you'll prove, that Things in tbem- 
ſelves lawful, change their Nature and become ſinful, 
when required by a lawful Authority, and therefore ri 
take no Notice of that, till you undertake to prove, it. 

That there is not any thing Sinful in having, Sponſors 
or Sureties in Baptiſm, 1 have ſufficiently proved, when 
I anſwered your Objections againſt the Ule of em. Mr. 
Baxter allows that they may be lawfully uſed, in his 
Anſwer to that Queſtion he propoſes in bis Chriſtian 
Directory, What is the true Meaning of Sponſors or God- 
fathers, and is it lawful to make uſe of em; to Which 
I refer you. ( 

The ſame Author, in his forecited Book, ſays, © I dare 
© not peremtorily ſay that the Croſs in Baptiſm is unlaw- 
& ful.” (c) And I will challenge you to produce one 
Authority from the Writings of the old Nonconforme/ts, 
to prove that it is lawful to make a Separation on the 
Account of that Ceremony. I will only lay before you 
the Opinion of one or two Perſons about kneeling at 
the Sacrament, and then I'll conclude. 

Mr. Baxter ſays, © I never yet heard any thing to 
* prove Kneeling unlawful, there is no Word of God 
for or againſt any Geſture. (4) I am not certain that 
« Chriſt intended the Example of himſelf in this as 
* obligatory, but I am ſure he hath commanded me 
Obedience and Peace. (e) It is granted by Mr. Tombs, 
that the Geſture uſed at the Inſtitution does not oblige 
us, becauſe this Geſture ſeems not to have been of Choice 
uſed by Chriſt; and St. Paul ſays nothing of the Geſture, 
Which he would certainly have done, bad it been bind- 
ing. (f) Mr. Bains ſays, & Kneeling is, not unbeleem- 
ing a Feaſter, when our Joy muſt be mingled with 
« reverent Trembling. (g) Theſe Inſtances, with ſuch 


* 
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(a) Mr. Baxter's Sacril. deſert. p. 102. (6) Chriſtian Directory. 

p. 814. (e) Ibid p. 418. (a) Ibid. p. 616. (e) Defence. p. 177. 
(f) Tomb's Theodulia. p. 168.) Ch ian Letters. Let. 24. P. 201. 
ay 


- "| = 
1 
* 
* 


— —— 
. U W N 
N | N 
1 W | - 
Nn , 4 p 


ah IF. 7 
© — 


4a 


* 


5 
8 2. 
4 Rs 
*- 
* * 
fy Wy " 


- ad 0 I | = "5 Gas aa NY Sethe 
as 1 have already mentioned before, are ſufficient toſhew 
e Lawfulneſs of Kneeling at the Sacrament, . And thus 
1 have briefly run thro! all. the Uſages in our Church, 
which can be ee unfawful (Bowing at the Name 
of Jeſus, Standing up at the Goſpel, &c. may be diſ- 
liked, but there are hardly any fo groſly ignorant as 
to affirm that theſe Geſtures are ſinful.) and have proved 
that they are not condemned as Unlawful, by the moſt 
Eminent Nonconformifts, _ 4 | 
If you ask why (ſeeing we reckon theſe things Indif- 
ferent) they are not laid aſide, to promote that l 
which we complain is broken by your Separation: II 
leave the anſwering that Queſtion to the Governors of 
our Church. Only this I may venture to ſay, that no 
conſiderable Body of Diſſenters, will ever be brought 
into the Church, by ſuch Alterations as you plead for. 
Nothing leſs than a total Subyerfion of the Conſtitution 
will oblige thoſe Eminent Moines who complain that 
they are wrongfully and unjuſtly kept out of the Church, 
becauſe they never had a Biſhop's Hand upon 'em. (a God 
be thanked, the Governors of our Church are not en- 
clin'd to give up an Apoſtolical Conſtitution; confirm'd 
by the concurring Senſe and Prattice of all the Fathers, 
out of Complaiſance to thoſe Perſons: who make our, 
— Biſhops one Article for Schiſm, which their Bro: 
tended Patron St. Jerome makes decreed by the Apoſtles, 
for theExtirpation of theSeeds of Schiſm all the world over. 
I have now gone through all your Objections againſt 
our Church, and I declare I cannot ſee any thing in 'em 
to juſtify Lay-Nonconformity. ; 
If you have any other Arguments to vindicate your, 
Practice, which yon. could not now remember ( provi- 
ded they only affect the Caſe of Lay-Nonconformity ) 
I'll do my beſt to give you à ſatisfactory Anſwer to em. 
Dif. Sir, I heartily thank you. As to what you have 
offer d againſt Separation, it ſhall be conſider'd as ſoon 
as I have an Opportunity; and it may be one time or 
other you may have the Reſult of my Thoughts. Bur 
now I muſt take my Leave of you, having ſtaid much 
longer than I intended. Sir, God be with you, 
Church. And with you, Sir : I thank you for your 
Company, and it ſhall be my conſtant Prayer, That God 
would bring into the Way of Truth, you, and » 


that have erred and are deceived. 7 
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